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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION TO THE BALKANS

The Bakans were the original Third World, long before the Western media
coined the term. In this mountainous peninsula bordering the Middle East,
newspaper correspondents filed the first twentieth-century accounts of mud-
streaked refugee marches and produced the first books of gonzo journalism and
travel writing, in an age when Asia and Africa were still a bit too far afield.
Whatever has happened in Beirut or elsewhere happened first, long ago, in the
Bakans. (Kaplan, 1993, p. xxiii)

On first consideration, Kaplan's statement (above) seems a bit melodramatic, but
after an extended study of Bakan history, his observations strike home with unsettling
resonance. The Balkans redly are the powder keg of Europe. The ingtigation of World
War | can be traced directly to events transpiring in Sargievo, Bosnia, in July 1914;
namely, the assassination of Austrian archduke Franz Ferdinand by a Serbian terrorist
group. And although World War Il cannot be traced specificaly to the Balkans, it has
been cogently argued that Nazism itself originated on the Balkan Peninsula, and only later
flowed up the Danube to infect central Europe (see: World War 11).

Incendiary events in the Balkans, moreover, are not confined to history books; they
are as contemporaneous as tomorrow’s headlines, spurred by a series of political and
historical developments that swept across eastern Europe with startling speed and finality
during the last decade of the 20™ Century. Seldom have so

Balkan Statesin 1990 many historically momentous events occurred in such a
Albania short period of time. And nowhere were their impacts
Bulgaria more keenly felt than in the Balkans. This chain of events
Greece began in 1989 with the dissolution of the Soviet Union, and
Romania . . o .
Yugosiavia f[hen (_:ontl_nued_afs communism began |ts_|nexorable dide

Balkan Statesin 2001 into historic oblivion. The Berlin Wall, which had stood for
Albania S0 many years as a detested symbol of unwanted Soviet
Bulgaria intrusion, weas literdly pulled down and broken into rubble.
Bosnia-Herzegovina | Soviet influence in eastern Europe, which only afew years
Croatia previoudy had been omnipresent, diminished with surprising
Greece rapidity and in many instances evaporated atogether as the
mg‘;\‘:ggg;‘o Warsaw Pact disintegrated.  As the Iron Curtain
Romania unceremoniously crumbled, the Cold War
Serbia (http://www.cmu.edu/coldwar/bibl.html) faded so abruptly
Slovenia that few observers had time to anticipate the ramifications.

One of the unforeseen consequences was increased
complexity in the political structure of eastern Europe, including the emergence of severa
new politica entitiesin the Balkans, asindicated in the Sdebar at the | ft.

Moreover, as the balance of power shifted, awhole new set of political considerations
came into play. Liberationist leaders of former Soviet bloc nations scrambled to establish
their countries’ independence, even as diehard communist power brokers, such as Nicolae
Ceausescu in Romania, vainly struggled to maintain the status quo. There aso rose to
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power an entirely new breed of opportunists, perhaps exemplified by Slobodan Milosevic
of Yugodavia, who willingly fanned the flames of long-suppressed ethnic hodtilities in
order to advance their own peculiar visions of nationalism and redize their military and
politica agendas. Throughout the Balkan Peninsula, either violent civil insurrections or
open warfare raged for much of the 1990's, as one after another of the former constituent
republics of Yugodavia broke away from the Belgrade power base and declared
independence.

Throughout eastern Europe, it was a time of unprecedented socia and political
upheaval. Old aliances crumbled and new nations emerged so often and so suddenly that
for atime it was hard to keep track of the latest developments, and practically a waste of
time to redraw old boundary lines given the pervasive fluidity of the political environment.
Moreover, many of the events that were reshaping the geo-political face of eastern
Europe during the final decade of the Twentieth Century were so far-reaching that only in
retrogpect could their full implications be grasped. This seemed to be especialy true on
the Bakan Peninsula. Certainly no other region of Europe was more affected by the
watershed events of the 1990's. And athough history alowed no Bakan country to
remain unaffected by the era's rapidly changing circumstances, the six constituent
republics of the sovereign state formerly known as Y ugoslavia were perhaps most acutely
impacted. It was in the former Republic of Yugodavia that the fires of political change
burned most brightly.

The Fragmentation of Y ugoslavia

One of the most destabilizing events of this tumultuous era was the progressve
fragmentation of the country formerly known as Yugodavia. At the end of WW 11, the
Yugoslavian (ttp://www.gov.yu/) federation consisted of six republics and two semi-
independent autonomous provinces (see the sidebar at right). By the end of 1991,
however, the former republics of Sovenia and
Croatia had declared independence, and lessthan | Theformer Y ugoslavia consisted of:

a year later both BosniaHerzegovina and Bosnia-Herzegovina
Macedonia joined their secessionist ranks, leaving Croatia

only Serbia and Montenegro in the Yugoslav m3‘;$ﬁn'?o
Federation. Serbia, with its hard-line Belgrade Serbia 4

political power base, vehemently opposed the Sovenia

developing separatist movements and desperately || plus Serbia' stwo provinces:
siruggled to hold together the old federation. Kosovo
Belgrade's efforts to maintain the status quo, Vojvodina
however, were doomed to failure. (An historic
time-line of Yugodavias progressive fragmentation is presented in Table 1. on the
following page.)

Even as Yugodavia was coming apart a the seams, nonetheless, the stubbornly
intransigent Belgrade regime actively encouraged resistance efforts by Serbian
nationdigts living in Croatia and Slovenia, and eventualy used force in an unsuccessful
effort to quash the secessionist efforts of the first two constituent republics to attempt a
breskaway. The loss of Sovenia and Croatia was especially distasteful to Belgrade
because these two republics, with their significantly higher standards of living, represented
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the apex of Yugodav indudridization efforts under post-World War I communist-
influenced government regimes.

TABLE 1. Fragmentation of the Former Yugodavia.

1991

Slovenia and Croatia declare independence.

1992

January: Macedonia declares independence.

April: Bosnia-Herzegovina declaresindependence.

April: Serbia and Montenegro form the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia. The new
government, however, is not recognized by the United States.

1995

The Dayton Peace Accord ends hostilitiesin Bosnia.

1996

Members of the Kosovo Liberation Army (KLA) begin harassing Serbian policemen.

1998

Milosevic sends troops to Kosovo to quash unrest. Guerrillawar results.

1999

March: Following failed peace talks, NATO launches air strikes against Serbian targets.
Air strikes continue for 78 days.
June: Serbiaagreesto sign a UN-approved peace agreement with NATO.

2000

January: Saddled with continuing trade sanctions, the Serbian economy falters; dissent
spreads. Montenegro discusses independence.

September: Milosevic is voted out of office but refuses to leave; demands a runoff
election.

October: Popular uprising begins, along with a general strike. Mobs attack parliament.
Serbian security forces either join them or retreat. Milosevic steps down. Kostunica
takes office. US and European Union begin lifting economic sanctions and offering aid.

2001

March: Hostilities erupt in the Macedonian mountains, near the Kosovo border, between
ethnic Albanians and the Macedonian Army. Ethnic Albanians demand a greater say in
governmental affairs.
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Belgrade was unsuccessful, however, in its efforts to force either Slovenia or Croatia
back into the old federation. Slovenia accomplished its separation with only a brief period
of fighting, principaly because 90% of its population consisted of ethnic Slovenians and
the 10% minority was fragmented into severa splinter groups that never launched an
effective counter-insurrectionist movement. In Croatia, however, with a substantia
Serbian minority, it was another story. With Belgrade's avid support, Croatian Serbs
stubbornly resisted Croatia' s secession for the next four years. In the end, nonetheless,
Croatian separatists prevailed, and as independence gradually became assured, the new
country evicted most of its Serbian population.

The War in Bosnia-Herzegovina

And Slovenia and Croatia were only the beginning. In Bosnia-Herzegovina, the most
ethnicaly diverse of the former Yugodav republics, hostilities eventualy developed into
full- scale warfare (http://www.bosnet.org/bosnialhistory). Fighting was both protracted
and embittered, and often it was difficult for outsiders to determine who was fighting
whom, or even why the combatants were fighting. Three mgor factions were pitted
againgt one another: Mudim Slavs (also known as Bosniacs), Croats, and Serbs. Mudim
Slavs were numerically dominant (43.7%) at the time of secession, but they did not
congtitute a majority, and they were faced with determined resistance from significant
Serbian (31.4%) and Croatian (17.3%) enclaves within the country, as well as by
Belgrade' s determined refusal to let the region break away from the old federation. The
result was unmitigated ethnic warfare, the bloodiest outbresk on European soil since
World War |1, with thousands of casudties and more than a million displaced civilians.
Although al three factions engaged in ethicaly questionable war tactics, the Serbs
launched a coordinated program of “ethnic cleansing,” whereby they planned to exile,
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imprison, or kill dl non-Serbs, especidly Mudims. By the summer of 1992, reports of
ethnic cleansing were substantiated by:

... the photographic images of emaciated people held captive in detention camps
in Bosnia-Herzegovina. The resemblance to World War |1 Holocaust images
alerted international public opinion to the occurrence of a specific kind of
violence, employed to remove whole populations on grounds of their ethnic
identity.... Inthe Bosnian civil war, systematic terror was used by all the warring
ethnic factions (Serbs, Croats, and Slavic Muslims) to displace ethnic
populations as a means for establishing control over territory. Armed forces
committed atrocities against civilians to intimidate them into fleeing as refugees.
While the basic methodologies were shared by all sides, atrocities reported on
the largest scale were committed by Serbs against Muslims, and the greatest
numbers of refugees were Muslims, fleeing as Serbian forces gained territory.
(Denich, 1994, p. 368)

In March 1994, the Moslems and Croats in Bosnia-Herzegovina signed an agreement
creating a joint federation, thus reducing the number of warring factions from three
(Serbs, Croats, and Modems) to two (Serbs and the Croat-Mosem federation). An
agreement negotiated in Dayton, Ohio, USA, in November 1995 (Appendix K: Summary
of the Dayton Accord) established two largely autonomous political entities, one to be
caled the Serb Republic and the other to be named the Federation of Bosnia and
Herzegovina. Croats and Bosniacs were joined in the latter entity, while the former was
to be under Serbian control. Currently (early summer, 2001), a delicate but apparently
effective ceasefire continues in Bosnia-Herzegovina under NATO supervision.

The Tragedy of Kosovo (http://www.cia.gov/cia/di/products’kosovo/index.html)

Although overt acts of aggression between Serbs, Croats, and Mudims in Bosnia
Herzegovina ended under the fragile peace achieved under the Dayton Accord in late
1995, other conflicts were soon to erupt in the Serbian province of Kosovo. This province
had once been the Serbian homeand but, driven out by invading Ottoman Turks in the
fourteenth century, resident Serbs had fled north into present-day Serbia, Croatia,
Slovenia, and Bosnia-Herzegovina following their defeat in the pivota battle at Kosovo
Feldin 1389 (Appendix F: A Chronology of Historic Events in Europe and the Balkans).
Filling the vacuum left by the fleeing Serbs, Albanian Mudims moved into Kosovo and
took up permanent residence, thereby committing, in the eyes of the Serbs, an
unforgivable sacrilege against the Serbian homeland and against Serbian ethnic traditions.
Nonetheless, by the 1990's Kosovo's population was 90% ethnic Albanian Mudims and,
encouraged by Slovenian and Croatian successes, they too soon began agitating for
independence from Serbia. In 1996, members of the militant Kosovo Liberation Army
(KLA) began attacking Serbian police, and in 1998 Serbian President Slobodan Milosevic
sent in troops to quash the rebellion. Guerrilla warfare resulted. In the ensuing struggle,
Serbian police, troops, and paramilitaries were accused of committing repeated acts of
violence againgt the Mudim civilian population. These alleged atrocities included
summary executions of suspected insurrectionists, destruction of civilian property, forcible
eviction of entire villages, widespread rape and torture, and massacres of innocent
women, children, and the elderly




BALKANS-1 6

= A
e . -:-J...-. "‘gﬁfﬂt ;utﬁ{uuuf#;ﬁ' o g

Faced with continuing attacks by Serbian police, Yugodav Army forcea and Serbian
paramilitaries, more than 800,000 ethnic Albanian refugees poured out of Kosovo, mostly
into Albania and Macedonia. In March 1999, NATO-led forces began a bombing
campaign against the Federal Republic of Yugodavia in an effort to force an end to
attacks againgt civilians in Kosovo. Saddled with economic sanctions against his country,
subjected to 78 days of air strikes, and faced with growing dissent and serious
consideration of secesson by Montenegro, Milosevic finally conceded and agreed to
peace. A year later, in September 2000, Milosevic was voted out of office. By thistime
he had aready been indicted for war crimes and crimes against humanity by the UN-
established Internationa Crimina Tribuna for the Former Yugodavia (commonly known
as the war crimes tribunal), located in The Hague, Netherlands. In April 2001, Milosevic
was teken into custody by Serbian police and later remanded into the custody of
representatives of the war crimes tribunal. Meanwhile, the uneasy peace in Kosovo is
broken periodicaly as Serbian police and remnants of the KLA continue to clash,
especially along the Macedonian and Serbian borders. To add to the unrest, Albanian
insurgents inside Macedonia periodically clash with government troops over issues of full
citizenship rights for ethnic Albanian refugees. In late summer 2001, these repested
clashes necessitated NATO intervention, in an operation called ESSENTIAL HARVEST.

The Tragedy of Yugoslavia

Even after observing the dramatic collapse of communism in 1989, few Y ugodavs—
or Westerners for that matter—could have predicted that within a few years it would also
mean the end of Yugodavia as it was then constituted, and commencement of a decade
of bloody internecine struggles (Denich, 1994). But that's exactly what happened. The
demise of Yugodavia as a multicultura state promptly escaated to a problem of
international proportions and, unfortunately, restored the Balkan Peninsula to its historic
reputation as a zone of endemic ethnic conflict and internationa crisis. In the absence of
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a liberd tradition harkening back to the Enlightenment philosophers in the Wegt, the
vacuum left in post-communist Slavic nations was filled by the only culturd traditions that
survived communism: nationaism, religion, the family, and a focus on the vindication of
rea or imagined inter-ethnic affronts from years past (Mestrovich, 1993, p, 18)

TABLE 2. Yugodavian Time-line SinceWorld War I.

1918 | Attheend of World War I, the Kingdom of the Serbs, Croats, and Slovenes was formed,
consisting of Croatia, Slovenia, Bosnia-Herzegovina, Serbia, Montenegro, and
Macedonia.

1929 The name, “Kingdom of the Serbs, Croats, and Slovenes’ was changed to “Y ugoslavia,”
meaning “Land of the South Slavs.”

1945 After WW 11, Yugoslavia became a communist republic under Josip Broz Tito and the
country’s name was changed again, this time to the Federal People’'s Republic of
Yugoslavia. Kosovo and V ojvodinawere recognized as Serbian provinces.

1980 Josip Broz Tito, Yugoslavian leader since the end of WW 11, died. In his absence, long-
suppressed but smoldering ethnic conflicts began to flare.

1989 Dissolution of the Soviet Union.

1991 The Federal People's Republic of Yugoslavia unraveled. Slovenia and Croatia declared
independence, followed shortly thereafter by Macedonia and Bosnia-Herzegovina. Serbia
unsuccessfully attempted to block the secessions. Bloody conflicts ensued. By the end
of the decade, Slovenia, Croatia and Macedonia were sovereign states; Bosnia-
Herzegovina had been devastated by war and was governed with the guidance of UN and
NATO occupation forces; and Montenegro and Serbia had formed a new Yugoslav
federation, but one which was unrecognized by the international community.
Montenegro, moreover, was agitating for its independence, and Kosovo had attempted to
withdraw from the new Serbian-dominated Y ugoslavia. Additionaly, ethnic Albaniansin
Macedonia were demanding a greater voice in governmental affairs.

To say that the Balkan crigis attained internationa Stature is no exaggeration. For
reasons that will become clear later in this paper, both the European and larger
international communities were reluctant at first to intercede in Balkan interna affairs, but
once intercession was deemed necessary, the United Nations (UN) quickly became the
principa mediating power. Almost from the beginning of hogtilities in Croatia, moreover,
NATO was commissioned to coordinate many UN peacekeeping directives. NATO's
involvement focused the attention of 19 congtituent nations distributed geographically from
North America (the United States and Canada), across western, central, and eastern
Europe, and extending to the Mediterranean powers of Greece and Turkey. One member
of NATO (Greece) is part of the Balkan Peninsula, and another member (Turkey) has
territory on the peninsula. Hungary, another NATO member, borders the region. Thus,
when the UN and NATO became directly involved, the Bakan criss had, de facto,
escalated to international emergency status. Moreover, when NATO forces bombed
Serbia in 1999 in an effort to force an end to Slobodan Milosevic's terror campaign
againgt Kosovar Albanians, Russia was indirectly brought into the affray because of its
longstanding historic support of Serbia. Russian officids protested bitterly throughout the
campaign of not being consulted regarding NATO bombing plans. And then, during the
bombing, Chinad's embassy in Belgrade was inadvertently targeted during one of the
NATO raids. Destruction of the Chinese embassy resulted in a vitriolic protest from
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Beijing and, of course, adversaly affected UN mediating powers, since Chinais a member
of the UN Security Council with veto privileges. What's more, the trestment afforded
Mudim civilians in Bosnia-Herzegovina and Kosovo by Serbian military forces dicited an
outpouring of sympathy from Idamic countries throughout the Middle East and North
Africa Thus, a localized Balkan conflict between Croats, Serbs, and Slavic Mudims
quickly and irrevocably escalated into a conflagration with international repercussions,
involving nations as geographically dispersed and politicaly disparate as the United States
and Canada on one side of the globe, to Russia and China on the other.

The Heritage of Terror

The Balkan Peninsula is no stranger to war and enemy depredations. As the reader
will seein later chapters, the region has been ravaged by successive waves of invaders at
least since the beginning of recorded history. Roman legions subdued this region and its
people dmost two millennia ago. Then, when the Roman Empire fell into decline, Attila
the Hun and his armies made repested forays throughout the peninsula, raping, pillaging,
and plundering on a widespread basis. After Attila left, Goths and Avars repeatedly

Rapes were not rare and isolated acts invaded the peninsula. Even Cdts and Franks,
committed by individual Serbian or from the far-western reaches of Europe,
Y ugoslav forces, but rather were used mounted Bakan depredations.  Armies of
deliberately as an instrument to Genghis Khan swept across the northern tier of
terrorize the civilian population ... the Balkans in the thirteenth century, and in the

fourteenth and fifteenth centuries the Balkans
were assailed and eventually subdued by Ottoman Turks from Anatolia and the Arabian
Peninsula. When, five hundred years later, Ottoman rule was finally overthrown with the
assistance of the so-called Great Powers, a seemingly endless series of civil wars and
civil insurrections commenced, culminating in an especialy bloody Yugodavian civil war
that was conducted concurrent with WW 11.

Throughout al these invasions and interna upheavas, acts of destruction against
civilian non-combatants occurred, a least to some extent. Nonetheless, evidence
continues to mount that the most recent Balkan hostilities have witnessed their own
heinous, and systematically implemented, crimes against humanity. These atrocities have
included massacres of entire villages, including men, women, children and infants. They
have included mass internment of civilian populations, as well as the deliberate use of
terror to produce mass evacuations, including an estimated one million displaced civilians
in Bosnia-Herzegovina and 800,000 displaced ethnic Albanians in Kosovo. Atrocities
have aso included the systematic use of rape as an instrument of “ethnic cleansing’
(http://mww.hrw.org/reports/2000/fry). Members of the Bosnian Serb armed forces, for
example, have been convicted by the United Nations war crimes tribuna in The Hague,
Netherlands, of using rape as an instrument of terror (Socolovsky, 2001). Tribuna judges
ruled that rape in Bosnia was used systematically as part of an attack directed at an entire
civilian population (Bosnian Mudlims), and as such congtituted a crime against humanity.
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Unfortunately, the use of rape as a weapon of war in Bosnia wasn't an isolated
instance. Evidence is now mounting that the atrocities committed againgt civilians in
Kosovo aso included widespread and systematic use of rape and other forms of sexua
violence against women. A Human Rights Watch (2001) report stated that:

“... rape and other forms of sexual violence were used in Kosovo in 1999 as
weapons of war and instruments of systematic “ethnic cleansing.” Rapes were
not rare and isolated acts committed by individual Serbian or Yugoslav forces,
but rather were used deliberately as an instrument to terrorize the civilian
population, extort money from families, and push people to flee their homes.
Rape furthered the goal of forcing ethnic Albanians from Kosovo.” (p. 1)

Understanding the Balkan Conundrum

Gradudly, most Westerners are piecing together a picture of what happened in the
Bakan states during the explosive decade of the 1990's, particularly in the former
Yugosavia. Nonetheless, the Bakans inevitably present a strange if not dien
countenance to most Westerners. It is a region quite unlike anything most Westerners
have ever experienced, teeming with ethnic diversity and dive with the memory of old
hurts and affronts, whether real or imagined, that inevitably bias contemporary perceptions
and often preempt efforts at peaceful conflict resolution. Some of the most divisive
prejudices and ethnic animosities, moreover, date back to (real or imagined) events that
occurred hundreds of years in the past, forming a mosaic of beliefs, prejudices,
animosities, and foregone conclusions so complex that outsiders are often baffled when
they attempt to understand it. Thus, whileit isrelatively easy to create a thumbnail sketch
of recent Balkan events, it is a far more difficult task to understand why the Yugodavian
fragmentation happened in the first place, why it burst forth so suddenly and so violently,
and why the resulting conflicts were consistently accompanied by tactics that outside
observers often consider barbaric.
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Perhaps the complexity of the Bakan conundrum is nowhere more forcefully
communicated than through a critical examination of the sanitized, politicaly correct
euphemism that has come to be known as ethnic cleansing. Genocide by any other name,
this insidious term that means the murder, rape and forcible expulsion of other ethnic
groups, has become amost synonymous with Serbian war tactics. Thisis not to say that
only Serbs have resorted to ethnic cleansing. In the Bosnian civil war of the early 1990's,
for example, al warring ethnic factions (Serbs, Croats, and Slavic Mudims) used
systematic terror to displace ethnic civilian populations, including atrocities against civilians
to establish control over territory and to intimidate citizens into fleeing as refugees.
Although similar methods were used on al sides, Serbs (Serbian troops, Serbian police, or
Serbian paramilitaries closely aigned with Serbian government authorities) committed the
largest scale atrocities, directing them against Muslims. In both the Bosnian and Kosovar
conflicts, the preponderance of refugees were Mudims (the media called them “ethnic
Albanians’ in Kosovo) fleeing in advance of Serbian territorial gains (Denich, 1994;
Human Rights Watch, 2001). For more information, check the following web site:
http://www.state.goviwww/globa/human_rights’kosovoii/homepage.html)

So is “ethnic cleansing” a Serbian creation, a product of a peculiarly diabolic Serbian
warrior mentality? Hardly. In fact, in a twist that fully underscores the assertion that
nothing about the Balkans is smple, “ethnic cleansing” was a tactic first gpplied against
Serbian civilians by the Croatian Ustasha (fascist terrorists) during WW 1. It will be
recalled from the section above that in addition to their World War 11 struggle for freedom
from occupation by Axis powers, Yugodavians smultaneously fought their own bloody
civil war. As part of thisinternal conflict, the Croatian Ustasha fought Serbian Chetniks
(guerrillas), both of which fought Communist Partizans, led by Josip Broz Tito. History
revealsthat on May 2, 1941, Milovan Zanic, a Croatian government minister and leader of
the terrorist Ustasha announced:

This country can only be a Croatian country, and there is no method that we
would hesitate to use in order to make it truly Croatian and cleanse it of Serbs,
who have for centuries endangered us and who will endanger us again if they are
given the opportunity. (Denich, 1994. pp. 374-375) [emphasis added]

And s0, the reader can see that ethnic cleansing is nothing new, except possibly to
Western journalists. During recent hodtilities, however, the tables were turned, and
instead of being the objects of ethnic cleansing by the Croats, the Serbs employed this
practice against Bosnian Muslims, ethnic (Muslim) Albanians, and to a lesser extent
Croats and Slovenes. The actors were the same; only the victims differed.

This Paper’s Contribution to Under standing Balkan Conflict

If nothing else, Vietham (and Somalia) should have taught us to pay
attention to the nuances locals pay attention to, and what it is they really seek.
The situation in the former Yugoslavia may not be easily solved, but unless
policymakers understand why, how, when, and where specific sets of individuals
distrust one another, a quagmire—of our own making—will develop. Simply
broad-brushing residents of the former Yugoslavia with labels like “Muslim,”
“Croat,” and “Serb” categorizes them, but explains nothing about their
motivations. Worse, while labeling may simplify the analysis, it never simplifies
the situation that still exists on the ground. (Liotta & Simon, 1998/1999, pp. 23-
24)
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The goa of this paper is to provide the reader with enough information to begin to
understand why the most recent Balkan wars occurred, and why these conflicts saw
participant ethnic groups (Croats, Serbs, ethnic Albanians, Bosniacs, and Slovenes, for
example) pitted against one another with such ruthless and unforgiving ferocity. Be
forewarned, nonetheless, that the explanation of why the recent Balkan wars occurred,
and why they occurred at this particular juncture in history, is not smple. In fact, nothing
about the Bakans is smple -  except perhaps outsiders' perceptions of its people. (The
Bakan Peninsula is perhaps the most complex region - ethnicaly and linguidticaly - in
al of Europe))

A multi-faceted investigation will be needed to unravel the Balkan conundrum. It will
begin with a terrain analysis, for the Balkans cannot be understood without reference to
its complex geography and strategic world location. Next will come an examination of
currently existing politica boundaries. We will then examine the ethnic diversity that
exists in the Balkan Peninsula, a diversity that includes fourteen major languages, myriad
diaects, two alphabets, almost a score of different nationdities, and three major religions.
Then we will take a history tour, beginning with prehistory and the subsequent
establishment of Greek maritime trading villages, subjugation of the peninsula by the
Roman legions, incursions of Attila the Hun and other barbarian groups, the thousand-year
reign of the Byzantine Empire, the al-important in-migration of South Savs, a five-
hundred-year occupation by Ottoman Turks, the impact of the Balkan Wars and the two
World Wars, a succession of civil conflicts culminating in Yugodavia's interna bloodbath
during WW 11, Josip Broz Tito's role in Yugodavian history and his suppression of ethnic
hodtilities following World War |1, Yugodavias fragmentation and the resulting Balkan
wars of the 1990's, UN and NATO military interventions, and finally, contemporary
peacekeeping missions and the prospects for future peace.
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It is anticipated that many readers of this work will be soldiers or others interested in
Balkan peacekeeping activities. These readers, it is hoped, will find the work a vauable
resource, not just as a repository of facts and findings, but also as an instrument of insight
into the heart and psyche of the Bakans. Different readers will take away different
interpretations of this work, but should agree on one thing: The people of the Bakans are
a people who in many ways are fundamentally different from Western soldiers who have
been, and who will be, sent to the Balkans to keep the peace. Balkan peoples differ not
only in their recent intimate exposure to the horrors of a war that occurred literdly in their
own backyards, replete with crimes against humanity that no people ever should have to
endure, but Balkan populations aso differ in possessing a collective historical experience
beyond anything that most Westerners will be able to imagine, a collective history peopled
with a succession of invaders and marauders from Attila the Hun to Adolph Hitler, from
the Mongol horde to a five-century occupation by Ottoman Turks. For most of these
experiences, there are no real paralels in Western history. As a result of these unique
experiences, entirely different world views have developed in the Bakans. Different
outlooks have developed, and these outlooks fundamentdly influence how Bakan peoples
think and behave on a daily bass. A careful reading of this work will, it is sncerely
hoped, provide insight to this fascinating dynamic.
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CHAPTER 2

GEOGRAPHY, ECONOMY AND PoOLITICAL
BOUNDARIES OF THE BALKAN PENINSULA

The Bakan Peninsula is the largest and most easterly of three major peninsulas that
jut southward from Europe into the Mediterranean Sea (Figure 1). The Bakans are
bordered on the west by The Adriatic Sea, which separates the peninsula from Italy, on
the west and south by the lonian Sea, and on the east by the Aegean and Black Sess.
(The Adriatic, lonian, and Aegean are all branches of the Mediterranean, and the Black
Sea is an inland European sea connected to the Mediterranean by the Bosporus, Sea of
Marmara, and the Dardanelles.) On land, the Bakans are bordered to the west, north,
and east by the European nations of Italy, Austria, Hungary, Ukraine, and Moldova. The
latter two countries were part of the former Soviet Union, and still appear on many maps
as undifferentiated sections of the Soviet Union. Moreover, older maps (that are ill
commonly in use) show Yugodavia as it appeared prior to its 1990's fragmentation, and
Czechodovakia before it was partitioned into Slovakia and the Czech Republic (Figure 2).
These old political divisons are shown in Figure 2 because they are ill found on many
maps and because they may help to orient readers whose last study of European
geography predated the rash of recent border realignments. A current map of European
political boundaries is presented in Figure 3, and a close-up of Yugodavia after its 1990's
fragmentation is depicted in Figure 4.
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FIGURE 2. Relief Map of the Balkan Peninsula and Eastern Europe, Showing Yugodavia Prior to
[ts 1990’ s Fragmentation.

The combined land mass of the Balkan states is approximately the size of the state of
Texas. The Bakans have more than four times the population of Texas, however, o its
70 million people give the Balkans a population density of 235 residents per square mile.
The Balkan population dengity is approximately three times that of the United States as a
whole, and is roughly comparable to the state of Florida.
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formation of ajoint independent state that has not been formally recognized by the United States.
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A Land of Mountains

Unlike Florida, however, the Balkans are predominantly mountainous, as can be seen
from Figures 1, 2 and 4. In fact, Balkan in Turkisk means “mountain.” The complexly
interwoven Bakan ranges have played an important role in this region’s historica and
cultural development, causing some ethnic groups to be isolated, others to be separated,
and unavoidably affecting the migratory routes of every group. Through time, the
economic and cultural status of the Balkan peoples have been fundamentally influenced
by the geographica complexity of the peninsula, as well as by the ease of access to the
peninsula from both Europe and Asia (Gianaris, 1982; Wolff, 1974).

It was to the relatively inaccessible mountains that Balkan residents fled whenever
they were invaded. Thus they resisted the Romans, fled from the barbarians, and avoided
the Ottoman Turks. Throughout the whole of the Balkans, and even Europe, many of the
more traditional cultural groups are till found in the mountainous areas. The mountainous
areas of the former Yugodavia, and of the present-day countries of Albania, Greece,
Bulgaria, and Romania are the least urbanized of the European continent. In Albania,
Bulgaria, and the former Yugodavia, less than 50% of the population live in urbanized
areas (Bennett, 1992).
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FIGURE 4. Pogt-Fragmentation Republics of the Former Yugodavia.
Overview of Balkan Mountain Ranges

The Julian Alps are located in the extreme northwest of the peninsula, bordered on
the north and east by the Sava River. These mountains, with Mt Triglav (9,396 ft) as the
highest point, form part of the divide between the Adriatic and the Black Seas, and are
part of the main European Alpine system, extending southeastward from the Carnic Alps
in northeast Italy near the southern Austrian border to near the city of Ljubljana,
Slovenid s capital. Interestingly, many Slovenian residents of the Julian Alps also consider
themsalves culturaly closer to their Italian and Austrian alpine counterparts than to other
Bakans resdents.

The Dinaric Alps begin south of the Julian Alps and extend 350 miles in a single
unbroken chain paraleling the Adriatic seacoast through Sovenia, Croatia, Bosnia-
Herzegovina, and Montenegro, to the vicinity of Lake Scutari on the Albanian border,
located a few miles due south of Montenegro’s capital, Podgorica. This chain forms an
amost impenetrable barrier, broken only by the Neretva River, which rises in Bosnia
Herzegovina and flows to the Adriatic via Croatia’'s Dalmatian coastal region. Along
much of their length, the Dinaric Alps rise abruptly from the Adriatic and form an
imposing barrier to those approaching from the west.

From the Istrian Peninsula (a small spit of land jutting into the Adriatic Sea from
Slovenia and Croatia south of Trieste, Italy; Figures 2 and 3), to the Montenegrin coast, a
series of long but narrow idands pardle the shore. Greek trading villages were
established on many of these idands as early as 1000 BC, as well as at selected coastal
mainland locations. Due to the imposing Dinaric Alps, however, Greek culture and
influence rarely penetrated from the Adriatic into the Balkan interior, athough Greek
influences did penetrate more successfully from the south, via ancient trade routes
through Macedonia and Albania, and from the east via the Danube River, which empties
into the Black Sea, thereby providing Greek maritime access deep into the Bakan
heartlands.

In the vicinity of the Albanian border, the coastal mountains curve inland, and become
even more rugged, forming the North Albanian Alps, generally considered to be some of
the most inaccessible terrain in Europe. Southern Albania, moreover, has severa
additional mountain ranges. The Northern Albanian Alps and their lesser southern
counterparts are populated by the Geg and Tosk tribes, respectively, both known for
centuries for their isolation, clannish socid organizations, and vendettas. In marked
contrast to its mountainous interior, however, western Albania congtitutes a sizeable
coastal plain, where two of Albania sfive largest cities (Shkodr and Vlore) are located.

South of Albania, more mountains are the norm. The Pindus Range pardléls the
lonian seacoast from the (Greek) idand of Corfu to near the southern tip of the Greek
Peloponnisos. In addition to its territory on the peninsula mainland, Greece aso currently
lays claim to 2,000 idands in the lonian, Mediterranean, and Aegean Seas. Many of
Greece' s Aegean idand holdings lie only afew miles off the coast of Turkey.

And it isn't just the Adriatic coast and Greece that are heavily mountainous. In the
Bakan interior, the Rhodope Mountains mark the border between Bulgaria and its
eastern and southern neighbors Macedonia and Greece, respectively, while central and
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northern Bulgaria is dominated by the Balkan M ountains. To the north, amost spanning
Romania, the Transylvanian Alps run east-to-west until they reach a point
approximately one hundred miles north of Bucharest, where they intersect with the
Carpathian Mountains, a range that runs northwest into Ukraine and then Slovakia
(eastern half of the old Czechodovakia [see Figures 2 and 3] and not to be confused with
eastern Croatia between Zagreb and the Danube, known as Slavonia). Many
geographers consider the Transylvanian Alps to be an arm of the Carpathians. Together,
the two ranges form a huge arrow-shaped formation that cut across the Romanian
heartland, pointing toward the Delta of the Danube on the Black Sea.

On the eastern boundary of the Bakan Peninsula, the Black Sea coast is not
mountainous like the Adriatic coast. Lagoons and sandy beaches are common aong the
Black Sea coast in Romania and athough the coast is higher in Bulgaria, sandy beaches
still occur. Further south, Greece's Aegean seacoast is rocky and irregular and seemingly
uninviting, but it is aso indented with an abundance of bays, ports, and shelter creeks, dl
of which offered harbor to early explorers and encouraged development of the Greek
maritime tradition.

The extensve mountain systems throughout the Bakans are formed primarily of
limestone, either barren or otherwise covered with shalow, rocky soils and sparse
vegetation, effectively restricting land use for the most part to grazing. Forests are
scattered in the mountains, with occasional pockets of fertile alluvia soil. Most of the
Balkan soil is poor, however, providing a meager resource base in many areas. In the low
hills, running water is usualy absent as a result of the substratum of porous limestone into
which rivers disappear and flow underground for significant distances. In the north and
east parts of Yugodavia, especialy in Vojvoding, the soils are deeper and support more
intensve agriculturd activities. Except in this pat of Yugodavia, opportunities for
agriculture are limited, explaining the continued reliance on herd animals throughout much
of the Balkans (Gianaris, 1982; Tringham, 1971; Wolff, 1974).

The Balkan Climate

Climaticadly, the peninsula is dStuated in the Temperate Zone, with a warm
Mediterranean, or oceanic, climate prevailing in the south, especiadly aong the coasta
regions. Rdativdy mild winters, cool summers, and gradua seasonal trandtions
characterize this climatic zone. A cool continental climate prevails in the interior,
characterized by hot summers, cold winters, and rapid seasona transitions. Prolonged
periods of hot, dry weather promote the production of such products as olives, grapes,
figs, and other fruits. Goats and sheep prevail in the south, where there are limited grassy
pastures, while cows and pigs are raised in the northern and central Balkans (Gianaris,
1982; Milisauskas, 1978).

Terrain, Culture, and Balkan History

It has been said that the lay of the land can be viewed as the stage upon which is
played out the drama of human societies, past and present (Milisauskas, 1978). In the
Bakans, no aspect of physica geography has impinged more directly upon human
behavior than its mountains. Mountains in the Balkans have created formidable barriers
to travel, trade, transport, and communication, in many instances encouraging and
supporting the existence of a myriad of isolated cultural enclaves, each often with its own
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language and ethnic traditions. In no smal part due to its predominantly mountainous
terrain, language and other cultural vestments in the Bakans are often so
compartmentalized that residents of one area are unable to understand the speech of
those from the next valley.

It is usually argued that the geographical complexity of the area has been a
significant factor in the disunity and polyethnicity of the Balkan peoples, who
throughout history have repeatedly found themselves in the midst of powerful
cultural and economic crosscurrents. (Gianaris, 1982, p. 4).

Paradoxically, and with the noteworthy exception of the Dinaric Alps along the
Adriatic Coast, mountains have been largely ineffective in discouraging foreign invasion.
From prehistoric times, wave after wave of invaders have swept through the Balkans.
Part of this apparent paradox is explained by the fact that in contrast to the other two
Mediterranean peninsulas—Spain and Italy—which are protected by the Pyrenees and
the Alps, respectively, the Bakans lack an effective mountain barrier with either the
European continent or Asia. The position of the Balkan Peninsula between Europe and
Asia has provided a constant corridor for incursions from both directions.

Geography has very definitely influenced the course of history in the Balkan
peninsula. Unlike the other two Mediterranean peninsulas, Spain and Italy,
Balkaniais not shut off from the continent .... If the Balkan peninsula had been
protected by a mountain barrier such as the Pyreneesor Alps, in al likelihood the
development of nationalism there would have been less interrupted by outside
intervention .... further ... the Balkan land mass occupies an intermediate position
between Europe and Asia . . . . Thus has the door been constantly open to
settlement from Asia. ... accessibility from both Europe and Asia explains why
the Balkan peninsula has been a battleground of rival cultures, religions,
institutions, and peoples of the Orient and Occident, from the beginning of the
historic era. (Gewehr, 1967, pp. 3-4)

Figures 1 and 2 provide insight as to why invaders have historicaly enjoyed relatively
unimpeded access to the Balkans. Its river valleys, especially that of the Danube, have
provided open avenues of access. The Danube, with an overadl length of 1,776 miles, is
one of Europe’ s mgjor rivers. In the eadt, it connects the Balkan interior to the Black Sea
(and thereby to both Asia and the Mediterranean Basin). The broad Danubian Plain,
coupled with the relative absence of mountains aong the Black Sea coast, have
encouraged Asian invaders since time immemorial. As can be seen in Figure 3, a smdll
strip of the eastern Balkans is still under Turkish control, a vestige of the last massive
Asian invasion, engineered by the Ottoman Turks. Moreover, from Belgrade, the Danube
bends North and bisects Hungary before once again turning west and leading into the
European heartland of southern Germany. This northern approach to the Balkans, via the
Danube and Hungary's Great Allford Plain, has provided easy access for a variety of
invaders from the northern sections of central and eastern Europe.

Another prominent avenue into the central Balkans has been the north-south corridor
formed by the Vardar and Morava Rivers. The Vardar River empties into the Aegean
near Thessaonika, Greece, and its valey forms an easy northward transit to Skopje in
northern Macedonia. From Skopje, it is but a short distance further north to the valley of
the Morava River, which flows north through Serbia to confluence with the Danube near
Belgrade. Since time immemorid, invading armies have used this convenient north-south
land route to breach the Balkan interior and connect the Mediterranean with central
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Europe. Yet another route through the Bakans also transects Macedonia. It is the
ancient east-west trade route connecting the Black Sea and Istanbul with the Adriatic.
This route skirts the Rhodope Mountains in southern Bulgaria, connects briefly with the
north-south Vardar River Valey route, then veers westward through the Albanian
hinterlands toward the Adriatic coast.

Thus, geography has provided convenient access to invading armies from the outside
(from either east or north via the broad Danube River, from north or south aong the
Vardar and Morava corridors, or from east or west through the Black Sea to the Adriatic
route), while predominantly mountainous terrain has smultaneously encouraged continued
compartmentalization of indigenous cultures. Throughout history, armies invading the
Bakans seldom have been faced with a united opponent, and usualy have found it an
easy matter to engineer a succession of conquests over small, isolated, and uncoordinated
pockets of resistance. In many instances, invading forces have successfully co-opted one
indigenous groups by pitting them against their neighbors.  Thus, Ottoman Turks recruited
Bogomil heretics to join in the subjugation of Christian Savs in Bosniain the 15™ Century,
just as the Nazis encouraged Slavic Mudlims to attack Serbian Partisans during World
War I1.

The position of the Balkan Peninsula and the structure of its land have always
invited outside invasions. Waves of people coming by land from the west,
north, and east, and coming by sea from the west, south, and east have flooded it
again and again since the beginning of recorded time. Some waves retreated,
leaving little permanent effect; others temporarily left a deep impression which
was effaced or modified by a succeeding wave; still others made a lasting mark.
This succession of human waves produced a mixture of peoples of quite
extraordinary complexity and interest. No group ... could avoid receiving the
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impress of the people whom it found upon its arrival in the Balkan area. None
could continue its residence there unaffected by further pressures applied by
new arrivals. All of the people ... wereintheir timeinvaders. All were repeatedly
invaded. In widely varying degrees each was molded by previous settlers and
by later attackers. The present ethnic structure has been created by along and
complex process of stratification. (Wolff, 1974, p. 25)

Balkan Economy

The Balkan Peninsula is not 100% mountainous, of course. Vojvodina, the northern
province of Serbia, might be called the Balkan breadbasket, lying as it does on the
agriculturally productive Pannonian Plain. Regions of Croatia adong the Sava and
southern bank of the Drava, and a broad stretch of southern Romania along the Danubian
Pain, are dso agriculturdly productive. Much of BosniaHerzegovina, Montenegro,
Macedonia, Slovenia, Albania, Bulgaria, Greece, and Romania are mountainous, however,
with limited acreage suitable for extensive agricultural use. Indeed, in the modern context,
the primary difficulty presented by Balkan geography is that few of the new republics
have sufficient arable land on which to support their populations.

People have often made the argument that an interrelated economy was the only
lasting solution to regiond conflict in the Balkans. In the former Yugodavia, deficiencies
in one region were offset by surpluses in another region. Produce from fertile Vojvodina
was used to feed Macedonia and Slovenia. As these republics have pulled apart,
however, some have experienced serious economic hardships. In the north, Slovenia and
Croatia have higtorically produced a large part of the GNP of Yugodavia, while
Montenegro and Macedonia have been the poorest republics. While the northern
republics have established independence and self-sufficiency with relatively little difficulty,
the same cannot be said for the poorer republics in the south.
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FIGURE 5. Balkan Per Capita GDPin US$$$. 1998 Figures. Germany (not included in chart) =
$22,100; USA =$31,500. Source: Time Almanac 2001. Family Education Company. Boston,
MA.

Figure 5 shows 1998 (the most recent year available) per capita Gross Domestic
Product (GDP) for Balkan nations. (Data for several comparison nations are contained in
the caption.) Absolute numbers are less important than relative numbers. Note that
among former Yugodav republics, per capita GDP for Slovenia is four and a half times
that of residua Yugodavia (Serbia plus Montenegro), sx times that of Bosnia
Herzegovina, and ten times that of Macedonia. Today, the crucia difference between the
Slovenesin the North and the Macedonians, Bosnians or Albaniansin the south is due less
to the fact that they speak different languages, write in different aphabets, or worship
different versons of God, than to the fact that Slovenes are inarguably “better off”
materially than their southern neighbors. This enormous discrepancy in standard of living
among countries in close geographic proximity has the potentiad of sending them aong
vadtly different future trgjectories.

Political Boundaries

When the Yugodavian Federation began to unravel in 1991, the Bakan Peninsula
consisted of but five countries (Albania, Bulgaria, Greece, Romania, and Yugodavia).
Ten years later, due to the fragmentation of Yugodavia, the number of countries had
doubled in number, plus two additional semi-independent autonomous provinces (Kosovo
and Vojvodinag), both nominaly part of Serbia but at least one of which (Kosovo) was
agitating for independence. Altogether, the single country of Yugodavia had split into six
countries and two provinces. The resulting Bakan array of ten countries and two
provincesis shown in Table 3.

TABLE 3. Balkan Statescirca 2001*

Name Capital Area (sq.mi) Same Size As Population
Albania Tirane 11,100 Maryland 3,200,000
Bulgaria Sofia 42,823 Ohio 9,000,000
Greece Athens 50,944 Alabama 10,000,000
Romania Bucharest 91,699 Oregon 23,200,000
Bosnia-Herzegovina | Sargjevo 19,940 VT +NH 3,322,584
Croatia Zagreb 22,050 West Virginia 4,664,710
Macedonia Skopje 9,889 Maryland 1,995,859
Montenegro Podgorica 5,332 Connecticut 680,212
Serbia Belgrade 34,107 Maine 10,543,641
Kosovo Pristina Included as part of Serbia

Vojvodina Novi Sad Included as part of Serbia

! Table 3 data are from the Hammond Citation World Atlas (1999), and Bugajski (1994).
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Slovenia Ljubljana 7,898 M assachusetts 1,973,096

TOTALS 281,972 Texas 68,580,102

The former Yugodavia was agpproximately the size of Wyoming (just under 100,000
square miles), with a population estimated in 1997 at 24,180,000 (CIA World Factbook,
1997, Buggski, 1994). Notwithstanding its relatively modest physical size, however,
Yugodavia's six congtituent republics were worlds gpart on many dimensions, including
language, religion, palitical outlook, history, and socia and economic conditions.

That complex state was formed after World War | from a diverse patchwork of
cultures, ethnic groups, religions, traditions and histories. There was no history
of aunified and independent Y ugoslavia before that time. Croatia, Slovenia, and,
for a short period of time, Bosnia had been part of the Austro-Hungarian Empire.
Croatia and Slovenia were predominantly Roman Catholic and culturally part of
Central Europe. The southern parts of the Balkans, by contrast, had belonged to
the Ottoman Empire and were more eastern in orientation. Serbia, for instance,
only gained its independence in 1878 and Albania in 1912. The former was
predominantly Orthodox Christian which created a cultural connection with
Russia, while the later was the only predominantly Muslim nation in Europe.
This polyglot combination made Y ugoslavia afragile state from itsinception with
many fissures that could be manipulated by ambitious or unscrupulous political
leaders. (Metz, 2001, pp. 2-3)

Because the fragmentation of former Yugodavia has been the nexus of inter-ethnic
Bakan conflicts in recent years, this and the following sections will take a detailed look at
its constituent republics. The reader will note that even though adjacent areas have, a
times, shared common destinies and exhibited ethnic smilarities, a journey from one end
of the former Yugodaviato the other is a “trip through entirely different worlds’ (Mojzes,
1995). We begin with an overview of each country, followed below by more lengthy
descriptions.

Slovenia, home of the Slovenes,
[Yugoslavid] ... wasformed after World War | from a was the most ethnically

diverse patchwork of cultures, ethnic groups, homogeneous of the former

religions, traditions and histories. Therewasno . . o
history of aunified and independent Y ugoslavia _constltuent. rep_u blics. Only _12/0 of
before that time. its population in 1991 wes ligted as

minority, a fact that contributed to
the relative ease of its secession movement in 1991.

Croatia, at the time of its secession, the traditiona homeland of the Croats had numerous
“pockets’ of ethnic Serbs, especidly in the Krgjina and Savonia regions and aong the
Damatian Coast. Many Serbs were expelled, however, following Croatid s attainment of
independence.

Serbia (including the once-autonomous | This polyglot combination made
provinces of Vojvodina, which has a bloc of || Yugoslaviaafragile state fromits
Hungarians, and K osovo, with a large mgjority | 'nception with many fissures that

of ethnic Albanians) forms the cornerstone of ﬁﬁi‘:&i{gﬂgg: ﬁﬁi‘;ﬁgﬂei“ous or
resduad Yugodavia and has the greatest :
concentration of Serbs.
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Montenegro has few ethnic minorities. A schism exists, however, between those
Montenegrins who perceive themsaves as ethnicdly, linguisticaly, and paliticaly linked
with Serbia, and those who ingist that the two peoples have ditinct historical and political
histories that cannot be reconciled. In 1999, Montenegro began agitating for
independence.

Bosnia-Her zegovina was the most ethnically diverse of Yugodavia's former republics,
where Mudlims (aka Bosniacs) outnumbered any other ethnoreligious population but till
fell short of a mgjority. Bosnia-Herzegovina also has substantial Croatian and Serbian
populations.

Macedonia’s population consists of a mgjority of Macedonian Slavs (65%), but it aso
has significant Albanian (21%), Turk (5%), Gypsy (3%), and Serbian (2%) minorities.
Higtorically, Bulgaria, Serbia, Greece, and Albania have made claims on Macedonian
territory and peoples.

In the descriptions that follow, we will work our way geographically from the
northwest to the southeast. The landscape we will traverse is itsalf diverse, ranging from
green Alpine pastures in the north to bare brown mountain ranges in the southwest. The
center of the former Yugodavia with its Asian-type plains contrasts starkly with the
Mediterranean scenery of the Adriatic coast. Accompanying maps are depicted on a
common scale in order to convey the relative size of the republics.

. . .the various states which came to comprise Yugoslavia had vastly different
political, social, economic, and religious histories.... Slovenians say they have
more in common with Western Europeans than with Central Europeans.
Macedonians say they belong to a Mediterranean culture. Bosnhia has distinct
Near Eastern characteristics, while Serbians gravitate eastward toward Orthodox
countries, especially Russia. Even within Serbia, Vojvodina is regarded as
Central European, Serbia proper Eastern European, and Kosovo Near Eastern. It
is not surprising that the peoples of Y ugoslavia did not have a strong traditional
sense of bonding, or that, in a period of approximately seventy years of living
together, they were unable to unite what for over a millennium was fragmented.
(Mojzes, 1995).

Slovenia
Location and Physical Characteristics

Sovenialies in the extreme northwest of the former Yugodavia (see Figures 3, 4, 6,
and 7). Its borders are with Italy (144 miles), Austria (205 miles), Hungary (63 miles),
and Croatia (415 miles), with approximately 29 miles of coastline on the Adriatic Sea. It
is approximately the size of Massachusetts, with a total land area of 7,898 square miles,
making it the second smallest republic of the former Yugodavia. (Montenegro was
smdlest.) In addition to its short coastal strip, Slovenia consists primarily of an apine
mountain region in the west (next to Italy) and in the east a region of mixed mountains and
valleys with numerous rivers. Elevations range from sealevel dong the Adriatic to nearly
9,400 feet above sea level. In the plateaus and valleys to the east, the summers are mild
to hot, and the winters are cold (CIA World Factbook, 1997).

Migration and Early History
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Slovenes were among the first Savic peoples to migrate south (in the seventh
century) into what is now their homeland and take over from the indigenous people who
had been under Roman and Byzantine control since at least 14 BC. In later historic
periods, the Slovenes came under the domination of the Franks and became the object of
intensive Christian prosdlytizing, particularly under Charlemagne in the eighth and early
ninth centuries. Their lands became part of the Holy Roman Empire in the Middle Ages
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Figure6. Political Map of Slovenia.

and by the fourteenth century, they were under Habsburg domination. Slovene nationa
consciousness grew during the Reformation, and the first Slovene grammar appeared in
the sixteenth century. Peasant revolts between the fifteenth to seventeenth centuries
were mitigated by agrarian reform, and in 1848 all serf obligations were abolished. They
developed a Slovenian kingdom under Austria in 1848, and in 1918 joined the newly-
formed Kingdom of Serbs, Croats, and Slovenes (Portis-Winner, 1992).

Demographics

As of July 1997, the population of Slovenia was estimated at 1,973,096, dmaost 90% of
whom were Slovene. Small minorities of Croats (3%), Serbs (2%) and Mudlim (1%) also
existed. The homogeneity of the Slovenian population was a significant factor with
respect to the ease of Jovenia's secession from Yugodavia. Sovenes are primarily
Roman Catholic reflecting ties to the Catholic Church that date to the tenth century. In
addition to the Roman Catholic population, which is estimated at 70.8%, 1% clam to be
Lutheran, 1% Mudim, and 27.2% other. Slovenia has its own militia and has aso
established its own currency. Milan KuJan has been President and head of state of
Sloveniasince April 22, 1990 (CIA World Factbook, 1997).

Table4. Slovenian Historic Time-Line.

Time-Frame Inhabitants/Rulers
Ancient [llyrian & Celtic peoples
1% Century BC Roman rule began
6" Century AD Settled by the Slovenes, a South Slav group
748 AD Passed to the Franks
843 AD Passed to the Dukes of Bavaria (Germans)
Middle Ages Holy Roman Empire
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1335 AD Came under Austrian (Habsburg) control

1809-1815 French Napoleonicrule

1815 Hapsburg rule restored

1848 Slovenian Kingdom under Austria

1918 After WW 1, joined the Kingdom of Serbs, Croats, and Slovenes. Later
(1929) renamed Y ugodlavia

WW I Divided among Germany, Italy, & Hungary

Post-WW 11 Became a constituent Republic in the Yugoslav Federation

1991 Declared independence from Y ugoslavia

Sovenian Economy and Natural Resources

The traditiona rura occupations of the peasants in Slovenia have been farming, livestock
raising, and forestry. Agriculture has been limited by the presence of rugged mountains,
stony valeys, and infertile limestone soil; and Sovenia has not been able to produce
enough grain for its own needs, requiring reliance on imports. Forests products are an
important resource, and furniture factories and sawmills are often located close to peasant
villages. Naturd resources included natura gas, oil, mercury, lignite cod, lead, slver,
uranium, and zinc (CIA World Factbook, 1997; Portis-Winner, 1992).

Sloveniais the most industrialized of all the former Yugodav republics. It also hasthe
highest per capita income of all the former Yugodav republics, more than twice the
Yugodav average. Its per capita GDP isfour and a half times that of residual Yugodavia
(i.e., Serbia and Montenegro combined). The dissolution of Yugodavia, however, has led
to severe short-term didocations in production, employment, and trade ties. Fighting in the
other former Y ugodavian republics has led to further destruction of long-established trade
channds and to an influx of refugees, primarily from Croatia and Bosniaa Sovenia
appears to be making a solid economic recovery, with one of the highest GDPs in Centra
and Eastern Europe. The contribution to the GDP by sector in 1996 was agriculture
4.8%, industry 33.2%, and services 62% (CIA World Factbook, 1997; Portis-Winner,
1992).

Miscellaneous

Sovenia is currently involved in an international dispute with Croatia over fishing
rights in the Adriatic. Slovenia and Croatia are aso negotiating some border areas. A
small minority in northern Italy also seeks the return of parts of southwestern Slovenia, a
dispute which, including minority rights issues, dates from World War 1l. In addition to
being vulnerable to flooding and earthquakes, Slovenia faces a number of environmental
issues. The Sava River is currently polluted with domestic and industrial wastes, there are
heavy metas and toxic chemicals along the coastal waters, and near Koper on the coast,
the forest is damaged from air pollutants originating at metallurgica and chemical plants.
Slovenia is a trangit point for Southwest Asian heroin and for precursor chemicals bound
for Western Europe (CIA World Factbook, 1997; Portis-Winner, 1992).

The latest information on Sovenia can be obtained online at:
http://www.governmentguide.com/govsite.adp?oread=* M ain& url=http%3A//www.govern
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mentguide.com/ams/clickThruRedirect.adp%3F55076483%2C16920155%2Chttp%3A//w
ww.odci.gov/cia/publications/factbook/geos/s .html

Croatia

Location and Physical Characteristics

Croatia, shaped like an inverted “U,” lies south of Slovenia, bordering the Adriatic Sea
between Slovenia and BosniaHerzegovina (see Figures 3, 4, and 7). It has more than
1,100 miles of Adriatic coastline. Numerous idands belong to Croetia increasing the
overdl coastline to more than 3,500 miles. The total land area of Croatia is 22,050 square
miles. Croatia shares borders with Slovenia (415 miles), Hungary (204 miles), the
province of Vojvodina in Serbia (150 miles), Montenegro (16 miles), and Bosnia-
Herzegovina (578 miles). Croatiais approximately the size of West Virginia, but because
of its shape it has a lot of border miles with other countries (and with the Adriatic). It is
aso geographicdly diverse. In addition to the coastline and idands of the region of
Damatia in the southwest, there are extensive areas of flat plains in the north along the
Hungarian border. The north plain is the largest, most populated, and economicaly most
active part of the country. It is separated from the coastal region in the south by a central
mountainous region. Elevationsin Croatia range from sea level along the Adriatic to more
than 6,000 feet above sea level. Along the coast, the summers are dry and the winters
aremild. The interior areas feature hot summers and cold winters (CIA World Factbook,
1997; Capo, Gelo, Macan, & Supek, 1992; Olujic, 1992).

The low mountains and highlands near the Adriatic coastal areas of Croatia are
known as the Dalmatian Coast. They feature karst, or limestone, topography which
erodes easily and dissolves in rainwater that runs along underground cracks, widening and
deepening the crevices until caves are formed. As a cave becomes larger and the roof
extends close to the surface, it may collapse, producing a sinkhole or depression. Often
the larger depressions, caled polje, contain dluvia soil, condtituting the only cultivable
land in the region. Unfortunately, much of the potentia of the land in the sinkholes is lost
to drought and poor drainage (Olujic, 1992).

After settling into today’ s homeland in the seventh century, the Croatians organized a
state, becoming Christianized within afew centuries. Beginning in the twelfth century, the
Croatian state unified with Hungary, forging more than a 600 year period marked by ties
to the Catholic Austro-Hungarian Habsburgs and the Western-European cultural milieu.
Croatian history has been marked by a struggle for national and cultural survival, for
maintenance of state independence, and for territoria integrity. Damatia s position on the
fringe of the Balkan Peninsula has for centuries served as a link between the cultures of
the East and the West (Capo, Gelo, Macan, & Supek, 1992; Olujic, 1992).

Croatiais predominantly rural athough there are significant regiona differences. The
highest rura population lives in the northern and centra plains. In the southwestern
coastal areas of Dalmatia, the population tends to be more clustered into towns athough
there are marked differences between the idands, the coast proper, and the hinterland.
Only about 20% of Damatiais utilized agriculturally, mostly on a subsistence basis rather
than for sale or export. Animal husbandry is aso limited to the subsistence level because
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there is very little grazing land available (Capo, Gelo, Macan, & Supek, 1992; Olujic,
1992).
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Figure7. Political Map of Croatia.
Demographics

The estimated population of the Republic of Croatia in July 1997 was 4,664,710. By
comparison with Slovenia, Croatia is somewhat more heterogeneous (Croat 78%, Serb
12%, Mudim 0.9%, Hungarian 0.5%, Sovenian 0.5%, and others 8.1%). Its substantial
Serb minority played a part in the conflict with Serbiain recent years. Slightly more than
76% of Croatians are Roman Catholic, 11.1% are Orthodox, 1.2% are Slavic Mudim, and
0.4% are Protestant; 10.8% other. Croatia gained its independence from Y ugodavia on
June 25, 1991. Franjo Tudjman has been president and chief of state since May 30, 1990
(CIA World Factbook, 1997).

Croatian Economy and Natural Resources
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Approximately half of the population of Crodatia is economicdly active outside the
home. Of those, about 59% work in the service sector [1994], 30% in industry, and 11%
in agriculture.  Until 1990, peasant farms were limited by law to 37 acres of cultivable
surface.  Despite widespread mechanization, agricultural production was not very
profitable. Until independence was gained in 1991, agricultural activity was predominantly
on small peasant farms. A small percentage worked on state farms. Primary products
are wheat, corn, sugar beets, sunflower seeds, afafa, clover, olives, citrus fruit, grapes,
and vegetables. Livestock breeding and dairy farming are aso important. Most
agricultural products are used domestically (CIA World Factbook, 1997; Capo, Gelo,
Macan, & Supek, 1992).

Tableb. Croatian Historic Time-line.

Time-Frame Inhabitants/Rulers

1% Century AD Part of the Roman province Pannonia

7" Century Settled by Croats

10" Century Became aKingdom

1102 United with Hungary

16" — 18" Centuries Ruled by Ottoman Turks

18" Century — 1918 Turks replaced by Austrian Habsburgs

1918 Joined the Kingdom of Serbs, Croats, and Slovenes. Became
Yugodaviain 1929

WW I Croatiawas a German & Italian fascist puppet state

Post-WW 1 Rejoined Yugoslavia

Croatia is the second most prosperous and industrialized former Yugosav republic,
after Slovenia, with a per capita GDP more than double that of residua Yugodavia. The
secessionist struggles, nonetheless, severely weakened many aspects of the Croatian
economy. Disruption of economic ties to Serbia and the other Yugodav republics poses
sgnificant problems for Croatia (CIA World Factbook, 1997). The problem faced by
most industries is insufficient energy; most oil is imported, as are chemica products, raw
materids, and industrial machinery. Agriculture, fishing, and animal husbandry are limited
to the subsistence level in the coastal areas due to scarce agricultural and grazing land
(CIA World Factbook, 1997; Capo, Gelo, Macan, & Supek, 1992).

Croatia's natural resources include oil, some coa, bauxite, low-grade iron ore,
cacium, natura asphdt, slica, mica, clays, and sdt. It is subject to frequent and
destructive earthquakes. Croatia faces a number of environmental issues, including air
pollution and the concomitant acid rain from metallurgical plants that are damaging the
forests, and pollution from industrial and domestic wastes aong the coast. Border areas
which have been subject to civil strife have faced widespread casualties and destruction
of the infrastructure, including damage to bridges, factories, power lines, buildings and
homes (CIA World Factbook, 1997).
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Miscellaneous

Crodtia is involved in ongoing disputes with Serbia over Serbian enclaves in eastern
Crodtia in the region known as Eastern Slavonia, which was held by ethnic Serbs during
secessionist hodtilities.  The area is currently being overseen by the UN Transitiona
Administration for Eastern Slavonia (UNTAES), and reintegration into Croatia is ongoing.
Croatia and Italy aso have unresolved issues dating from World War 11 over property and
ethnic minority rights. Serbia and Montenegro aso dispute Croatias clam to the
Prevlaka Peninsula in southern Croatia because it controls the entrance to Kotor Bay in
Montenegro. The area is currently under UN military observation (UNMOP) (CIA
World Factbook, 1997).

The latest information on Croatia can be located online at:
http://www.governmentguide.com/govsite.adp?bread=* M ain& url=http%3A//www.govern
mentguide.com/ams/clickThruRedirect.adp%3F55076483%2C16920155%2Chttp%3A//w
ww.odci.gov/cia/publications/factbook/geos’hr.html

Bosnia-Herzegovina
Location and Physical Characteristics

Bosnia-Herzegovina lies in the center of the former Yugodavia (see Figures 3, 4, 7,
and 8). It is surrounded on two sides by the boomerang-shaped Croatia (578 miles) and
aso shares borders with Serbia (194 miles) and Montenegro (133 miles). It has a 12-mile
“neck” of coastline on the Adriatic, surrounded on both sides by Croatian Damatia
BosniaHerzegovina is comprised of two provinces which, combined with Damatia at the
end of the nineteenth century, formed the southernmost territory of the Austro-Hungarian
Empire. Herzegovina is the southwestern corner of the region, bounded by Croatia
(Damatia) and Montenegro. Bosnia proper comprises the remainder of the contemporary
republic. In total land area, BosniaHerzegovina is dightly smaler than Croatia—and
about the size of Vermont and New Hampshire combined. Bosnia-Herzegovina is amost
uniformly covered by mountains and valleys, and eevations range from sea level to 7,828
feet above sea level. Generally, Bosnia-Herzegovina has hot summers and cold winters.
The areas of the highest elevation have a short, cool summer and long severe winters.
Along the coat, the winters are mild and rainy (CIA World Factbook, 1997; Jayne, 1910).

The two provinces differ in many respects from one another. The mountains in
Herzegovina belong to the Adriatic watershed, often risng 6,000 above sea level. They
are in some places covered with forests, and in others, consist of no more than barren
limestone ridges. Groupings of smal towns and villages, surrounded by natura walls of
limestone, lie in the river valleys and upland hollows, appearing somewhat as oases in a
desert expanse of mountains. Bosnia extends to the northeast of the Dinaric Alpsin a
region of mountain and forest with deep aluvia basins that expand into the lowlands of
the northeast. Bosniaiis totaly within the watershed of the Danube, which flows into the
Black Sea (Jayne, 1910).

Migration and Early History

Under Roman rule, Bosnia had no separate name or history. From the early seventh
century, the indigenous peoples of the area, the lllyrians, were either absorbed or expelled
as a result of the Slavs who migrated from north of the Carpathian mountains. By the
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tenth century, pressure from Hungary and Byzantium gradually welded the various
isolated social units into a single nation, having but a weak central power and no strong
natura frontiers (Jayne, 1910).
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FIGURE 8. Palitical Map of Bosnia-Her zegovina.

By 1463, the greater part of Bosnia was under Ottoman occupation. Large bodies of
Orthodox Chrigtian refugees fled in the face of the Ottoman conquest, many of them
retreating to Croatia, Slovenia, and south Hungary. Other Savs remained and became
converts to Islam while keeping their own language and many of their customs. In return,
Modem converts provided mounted troops for the Ottomans. Converted Modem Savs
soon formed a kind of aristocracy and their descendants amassed considerable wealth
from the spoils of war and frequently rose to high military and adminisirative positions
(Jayne, 1910).

Dating from the Ottoman occupation, Modem nobles and landlords held al land other
than gardens and residential properties. Slavs who declined to convert to Idam usualy
were not permitted to own land. Slavic peasants worked the lands owned by Mosem
converts and paid rents to the Modem landlords; they aso paid taxes to the states.
Modems in Bosnia-Herzegovina remain the principle landholders, and aso congtitute the
bulk of the urban population (Gratton, 1992; Jayne, 1910).

Demographics

The estimated population of Bosnia-Herzegovina as of 1997 was 3,222,584. All data
dedling with population, however, is subject to considerable error because of the
didocations caused by recent ethnic cleansings and military actions. By ethnic group, it is
estimated that 40% of the population of Bosnia-Herzegovina is Serbian, 38% Mudim, and
22% Croat. By religion, however, 40% consider themselves Mudim, 31% Orthodox, 15%
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Catholic, 4% Protestant, and 10% not specified. All of the groups in Bosnia-Herzegovina
(Serbs, Bosniacs and Croats) share the same language, Serbo-Croatian, but it is now
caled Croatian, Serbian or Bosnian, depending on politica and ethnic affiliations of the
speaker. Thus, the distinctiveness of Bosnian Mudims - since they share a common
language and Slavic origin with both Croats and Serbs - is primarily based on religious
affiliation. Serbs are primarily Orthodox, and Croats are for the most part Catholic. In
the twentieth century, in addition to the brutal warfare and ethnic cleansing of the 1990s,
there have been numerous dispersals of Bosnian Modems outside of Bosnia-Herzegovina,
largely in response to politicad and military movements. These included the occupation
and later annexation of the territory by the Austro-Hungarian Empire, the incorporation of
the region into the Kingdom of Serbs, Croats, and Slovenes, in 1918, and the ingtalation of
a Communist regime in the years following World War 1l (CIA World Factbook, 1997,
Gratton, 1992).

Table 6. Bosnia-HerzegovinaHistoric Time-line.

Time-Frame Inhabitants/Rulers
Roman era Part of the Roman province lllyricum
7" Century Settled by the Serbs
12" Century Achieved independence
15 Century Fell to the Turks; many Bosnians converted to Islam
1878 Placed under Austro-Hungarian administration
1908 Annexed by Austria
1918 Became part of the Kingdom of Serbs, Croats & Slovenes; name changed to

Yugoslaviain 1929

WW 11 Became part of the German puppet state Croatia
1946 Became on of six constituent states of Yugoslavia

Economy of Bosnia-Her zegovina

Along with Macedonia and Montenegro, Bosnia-Herzegovina traditionally ranks as
the poorest of the former Yugodav republics. Its per capita GDP in 1998 was $1,720,
only one sixth that of Slovenia Agriculture has traditionaly been the way of life in
BosniaHerzegovina. Farms have been smal and inefficient, however, despite being
amost entirely in private hands, and the republic has been a net importer of food.
Traditionaly, Bosnian Modems are heavily represented in craft production and tend to
dominate the professions and civil-service posts (Gratton, 1992).

The war that broke out in 1992 returned much of the population to subsistence
agriculture in an effort to feed themselves. The fighting adso brought the industria
economy to arapid halt. Despite sizeable deposits of coal and iron, supported by a strong
hydroel ectric power industry, the country was unable to sustain industria activity after the
fighting had begun in earnest. The irony for dl of the former Yugodav republics is that
they were, for atime, part of afunctioning whole. Now that the republics have gone their
separate ways, the redlity of the interconnectedness of the industries is apparent. Even if
and when the industries can produce, there is no realistic way of getting the products out.
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Due to the devastating effect of the 1992—1995 war, Bosnia-Herzegovina's per capita
GNP was estimated in 1996 to be only $300, less than a third of that of Macedonia
(Columbus Group, 1998; CIA World Factbook, 1997; Hedges, 1996; Figure 5).

Contemporary History

The inter-ethnic fighting from 1992-1995 led to partition and governance by competing
ethnic factions. The current governing structures were created by the Dayton Accord,
signed in Paris on December 14, 1995 by President |zetbegovi[] of Bosnia-Herzegovina,
President Tudjman of Croatia, and President Milo[Jevi[] of Serbia. The agreement
retained the exterior border of the republic and created a joint multi-ethnic and democratic
government, including a new condtitution that is now in force in BosniaHerzegovina. The
Dayton Accord aso recognized a second tier of government comprised of a joint Mudim-
Croat Federation and the Bosnian Serb Republika Srpska, each presiding over roughly
one-half of the territory (CIA World Factbook, 1997).

Miscellaneous

Current issues include air pollution from metdlurgicd plants. In addition, sites for
disposal of urban waste are limited. The wars in Bosnia Herzegovina from 1992 to 1995
caused widespread human casualties as well as water shortages and destruction of
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the infrastructure. Disputes with Serbia over Serbian populated areas continue. The area
is subject to frequent and destructive earthquakes, and is a transit point for minor regional
marijuana trafficking routes (CIA World Factbook, 1997).

The latest information on Bosnia-Herzegovina can be located online at:
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http://www.governmentguide.com/govsite.adporead=* M ain& url=http%3A//www.govern
mentguide.com/ams/clickThruRedirect.adp%3F55076483%2C16920155%2Chttp%o3A//w
ww.odci .gov/cia/publications/factbook/geos hr.html

Serbia and Montenegro

HUNGARY " "Subolog  Srencrie s
joint independent state, but
this enfity has not been

: formally recognized as a

CROATIA stale by the United Stales.

Panyhe Novi Sad
ROMANIA

Fanfevo
BELGRADE

BOSNIA
AND
HERZEGOVINA

Serbia

9 4 MNovi Pazar

Pristina BULGARIA

Adriatic Bar
Sea

o 40 20 mi

FIGURE 9. Palitical Map of the“ Federal Republic of Yugodavia’ (Serbiaand Montenegro).
Location and Physical Characteristics

Serbia is the largest of the six former Yugodav republics (see Figures 3, 4, and 9),
approximately the size of Maine. (Combined with Montenegro, residua Yugodavia is
approximately the size of Kentucky.) Serbia borders Croatia (149 miles) and Bosnia
Herzegovina (193 miles) on the west, Hungary (94 miles) on the north, Romania (295
miles) and Bulgaria (197 miles) on the east, Macedonia (137 miles) on the south, and
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Albania (107 miles) and Montenegro (131 miles) on the southwest. Serbia has a total land
area of 34,107 square miles; the population was estimated to be 10,543,641 in July 1997.
The Serbian republic contains two provinces—Vojvodina in the north and Kosovo in the
south. They were semi-autonomous under President Tito and for some years following
his death until Serbia nullified that status in 1989. Serbiais one of only two of the former
republics of Yugodavia that is landlocked—a factor of considerable importance in
relationship to any incipient ambitions to extend her territory. Serbia controls one of the
major land routes from Western Europe to Turkey and the Near East (CIA World
Factbook, 1997).

While Serbia is the largest, Montenegro is the smallest of the six former republics,
dightly smaller than the state of Connecticut. Montenegro is bordered by Serbia proper
and Serbia s province of Kosovo (131 miles in total) on the east, Albania (107 miles) on
the south, 123 miles of Adriatic coastline and a thin strip of Croatia on the west, and by
Bosnia-Herzegovina (133 miles) on the north and northwest. Its total land area is just
over 5,300 sguare miles. In July 1997, the population of Montenegro was estimated at
6380,212.

Migration and Early History

Serbs have had a homeland in the Balkans since the sixth or seventh century, arriving
with their flocks as herdsmen. The first Serb state dates to the middle of the ninth
century. By the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries, however, internal warfare had
facilitated Ottoman conquest of the region a Kosovo Polje (Kosovo Plain) on June 28,
1389—a conquest still remembered and commemorated by the Serbs. Much of the
ancient Kosovar (Serb) population fled Ottoman conquest. Serbia was recognized as an
autonomous principality by Turkey in 1830 and was proclaimed an independent state in
1882. In 1918, the first Kingdom of Serbs, Croats, and Slovenes was established.

From the Serbian defeat in 1389 until 1516, Montenegro was nomindly an
independent principality. It was the last Balkan area to be subjugated by the Ottomans—
athough never fully—and the first to be “liberated.” It was briefly an independent
kingdom before joining the Kingdom of the Serbs, Croats and Slovenes (Wagner, 19923,
1992b).

Culturaly, Montenegrins are closdly related to the Serbs athough there are cultural,
economic, and historica differences.  Traditiondly, their beliefs are a blend of Eastern
Orthodox Christianity and pre-Christian practices.  Although most people consider
themselves Orthodox, there are significant Catholic and Mudim minorities. Most
Montenegrin villages are small, populated with less than 1,000 people. Where land is
amenable to being plowed, villages tend to be clustered on the borders of the cultivated
basins. In other areas, residences are more dispersed. During summer months, livestock
is pastured on high mountain grasses, and the herders live in smaller groups of summer
cabins (Wagner, 1992a).

Economy and Natural Resources

Prior to World War 11, the economy of Serbia was based primarily on subsistence
agriculture. An important part of the economy involved raising pigs, cattle, and sheep.
Peasant villages tended to be dispersed in small clusters, and with each house surrounded
by its own outbuildings, orchards, and fields. Since WW 1, however, modernization and
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urbanization have led to a decline in the degree of dependence on agriculture.  Although
some households remain purely agricultural, most households combine agriculture with
some form of industrid wage earning. Although traditionaly the neighborhoods or
hamlets within villages were composed of closdy-related kin, the population of Serbiais
currently predominantly urban (Wagner, 1992b).

Current industries include machine building, mining, consumer goods, eectronics,
petroleum products, chemicals, and pharmaceuticals. Agricultura production focuses on
ceredls, fruits, vegetables, tobacco, and olives, as well as cattle, sheep, and goats. As of
1994 estimates, agriculture and the service sector each contributed 25% of the GDP, and
industry contributed 50%. Their primary trade partners since the demise of the Socialist
Federa Republic of Yugodavia are Russia, Italy, and Germany (CIA World Factbook,
1997).

The Montenegrins have historicaly been farmers in areas where agriculture is
possible and animal herders elsawhere. Herding of sheep, goats, and cattle, based on the
seasona movement of flocks has been the most important economic activity. Their mgor
agricultura products include rye and barley and other cerea crops, as well as olives, figs,
and grapes in the coastal areas. Since World War I, there has been increasing
modernization and industridization, athough Montenegrin industry and agriculture remain
underdeveloped. External trade has historically been of only minima importance.
Montenegro ranks last among the former Y ugosav republics in the percentage of its work
force employed in industry (Wagner, 1992a).

Natura resources of Serbia and Montenegro include oil, gas, cod, antimony, copper,
lead, zinc, nickel, gold, pyrite, and chrome. Current environmental issues involve pollution
of coastal waters from sewage outlets, especialy in tourist-related areas such as Kotor;
ar pollution around Belgrade and other industria cities; and water pollution from industria
wastes dumped in the Sava River that flows into the Danube.

Demographics

In Serbia and Montenegro combined, 63% of the population is Serbian, 14% are
Albanian, 6% are Montenegrin, 4% are Hungarian, and the remaining 13% are
unspecified. Considerable conflict has arisen in the 1990s regarding the status of Serbian
populations living in Croatia and neighboring Bosnia-Herzegovina. The province of
Vojvodina is mainly Serbian but aso contains large minorities of Romanians and
Hungarians. The province of Kosovo has a mgjority of ethnic Albanian Mudlims; Serbians
are a minority. Substantial Serbian populations live in the neighboring republic of
Montenegro that with Serbia forms residual Yugodavia Serbians are predominantly
Eastern Orthodox (65%) athough 19% are Mudim, 4% are Roman Catholic, 1% are
Protestant, and 11% are not specified (CIA World Factbook, 1997; Wagner, 1992b).

Miscellaneous

On April 11, 1992, Serbia and Montenegro joined to form the Socidist Federa
Republic of Yugodavia (SFRY), a self-proclaimed successor to the former Yugodavia, an
entity not yet formally recognized by the United States. The US view is that the former
Yugodav Republic has dissolved and that none of the successor republics represent its
continuation.
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The latest information on Serbia and Montenegro can be located online at:
http://www.governmentguide.com/govsite.adp?bread=* M ain& url=http%3A//www.govern
mentguide.com/ams/click ThruRedirect.adp%3F55076483%2C16920155%2Chttp%3A//w
ww.odci.gov/cia/publications/factbook/geos/sr.html

Table7. Serbian Historic Time-line.

Time-Frame Inhabitants/Rulers
6" —7" Centuries Settled by the Serbs, a South Slav group
13" Century Kingdom of Serbia established
1389 Battle of Kosovo Field; Ottoman Turks triumph
14" — 19" Centuries Ruled by the Ottoman Turks
1829 Turks grant Serbs autonomy
1882 Kingdom of Serbia declared
1918 Kingdom of Serbs, Croats, and Slovenes established; Name changed in

1929 to Yugodavia

WW Il German puppet government established
Post-WW 1 Serbia becomes arepublic within Yugoslavia

The swift collapse of the Yugodav federation in 1991 has been followed by highly
destructive warfare, destabilization of republic boundaries, and the interruption of
important trade flows between the republics. Like the other former Yugodav republics,
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Serbia and Montenegro had depended upon their sister republics for large amounts of
energy and manufactured goods. This interdependence was accentuated by wide
differences in climate, variability of mineral resources and levels of technology among the
republics. The disruption of trade links, decline in industriad output related to loss of
suppliers and markets, and the destruction of physica assets due to the fighting have al
contributed to the economic difficulties.  Other extenuating factors included the
communist practice of concentrating a great deal of industrial output in a small number of
large plants. Currently the economy in Serbia and Montenegro seems relegated to the
“back burner,” as political and military matters take precedence over economic reform
(CIA World Factbook, 1997).

Slobodan Milosevic was elected president of SFRY on December 9, 1990. He was
deposed in October, 2000, however, and replaced by Vojidav Kostunica Momir
Bulatovi[] has been president of Montenegro since December 23, 1990 (CIA World
Factbook, 1997).

Table 8. Montenegrin Historic Time-line.

Time-Frame Inhabitants/Rulers

Ancient Occupied by the lllyrians

7" —6" Centuries BC Greek coastal colonies established

4" Century BC Celtsarrived

1% Century AD Romans conquered Montenegro

5" Century AD Goths invaded

6" Century AD Avarsinvaded

6" Century AD Serbs, a South Slav group, migrated

14" — 15" Centuries Stubbornly resisted the Ottoman Turks, some regions never
capitulated

14" — 15" Centuries Venice controlled only port city

1799 Montenegro gained its independence

1918 Joined the Kingdom of Serbs, Croats, and Slovenes, Name changed
in 1929 to Yugodavia

1946 Became a Y ugoslav Republic

Macedonia

Location and Physical Characteristics

Macedonia is approximately the size of Maryland (see Figures 3, 4, and 10). It lies
south of Serbia, sharing a 137-mile border that was guarded under Operation Able
Sentry—a UN peacekeeping force discussed further in Chapter 7. Subsequent to the
initial deployment of Operation Able Sentry to Macedonia, troops have also been stationed
aong Macedonid's 94 mile western border with Albania due to economic and political
instability in that country. Macedonia's 92 mile border with Bulgaria on the east and 141
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mile border with Greece to the south have to date been secure. Yugoslav Macedonia has
a total land area of 9,889 square miles. Geographical Macedonia, of which Yugodav
Macedonia is a part, extends into Bulgaria, Greece, and Albania and has a land area of
nearly 25,000 square miles. Like Serbia, Macedonia is landlocked, but it provides a major
transportation corridor from Western and Central Europe to the Aegean Sea and,
conversaly, from Southern Europe to Western Europe. In 1997, the population of
Macedonia was estimated at 1,995,859 (CIA World Factbook, 1997).

Macedonia is an extremey mountainous territory covered with deep basins and
valeys. Elevations in Macedonia range from 164 feet above sea level aong the Vardar
River to 8,833 feet above sea level at Koror. In addition, there are three large lakes, each
divided by an internationd frontie—two shared with Albania and one with Greece. The
Vardar River, which flows into the Aegean Sea, bisects Macedonia. The area is one of
high seismic risks, and it experiences numerous destructive earthquakes (CIA World
Factbook, 1997). Air pollution from metdlurgica plants is a problem (CIA World
Factbook, 1997).

Macedonia Sits & a mgjor communication and transportation nexus, linking Europe
with Asia and the Mediterranean and Asiawith the Adriatic. A north-south route, formed
by the valleys of the Morava and Vardar Rivers, has been used for millennia to connect
the Danube River to the Aegean Sea. Another ancient trade route, this one running east-
west across Macedonia, connects the Black Sea and Istanbul with the Adriatic Sea. No
wonder then that Macedonia is considered a mgjor trans-shipment point for Southwest
Asian heroin and hashish.
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FIGURE 10. Pdlitical Map of the Former Yugodav Republic of Macedonia.
Migration and Early History

The people who today call themsalves “Macedonians’ are connected in no way to the
Macedonians of the time of Alexander the Great, who were related to other Hellenic, or
Greek, tribes. Contemporary Macedonians descended from Slav tribesmen who settled
during the sixth and seventh centuries. After the subsequent in-migration of Asian
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peoples now referred to as Proto-Bulgarian and their intermingling with the Slavs in the
area, the Bulgarians emerged and eventually established a state that included a large part
of Yugoslav Macedonia. During the ninth century, two Greek brothers were instrumental
in converting the Savs to Chrigtianity and for creation of the aphabet from which the
Cyrillic dphabet evolved. By the end of the tenth century there were two Bulgarian
kingdoms, including a short-lived one in the west that covered much of Yugodav
Macedonia. At that time, however, it appears that the Slavs of Macedonia considered
themselves to be Bulgarians. The area subsequently fell under Ottoman rule, lasting until
1912. Under Ottoman occupation, Slav Macedonians developed guerrilla bands known as
hayduks that attacked Ottoman caravans and plundered feudal estates. The hayduks
were primarily displaced peasants whose fame grew and reached mythic proportions. At
the beginning of the twentieth century, guerrilla brigands from Serbia, Bulgaria, and
Greece dl fought against the Turks and against each other as well—over the future of
Macedonia. With the defeat of the Turks in the Bakan Wars of 1912 and 1913,
Macedonia was divided between Greece, Serbia, and Bulgaria (Garber, 1992).

Contemporary History

In this century, the Communist International called for creation of an independent
Macedonia and recognition of a separate Macedonian “nationaity.” When communists
came to power in Yugodavia following World War 1l, Macedonia became a Yugodav
republic. Tito envisoned the creation of a “Greater Macedonid’ to include Greek
Macedonia in order to gain access to the Aegean Sea. This expansionist history underlies
Greece's recent opposition to the use of the name “Macedonia’ for a separate and
internationally recognized country.

The Macedonian Economy

Traditionaly, the Slavs of Macedonia were peasants living in small villages scattered
around the countryside. Most of the villages were in the foothills or near streams and
rivers.  Since World War 1l, there has been increasing urbanization, leading to
abandonment of hundreds of rura settlements and leading to a decline in subsistence
agriculture and a concentration of commercial activity in towns. Many peasants aso
migrated to the Yugosavian federal capital, Belgrade. Others went abroad (Garber,
1992).

Macedonia has many iron, zinc, and chromium mines; and large textile factories have
replaced the small, family-based looms that were common prior to World War I1. Many
people are adso employed in the tobacco industry. The abundant water supply in the
region supports numerous hydroelectric plants; and Macedonia is a net exporter of electric
power, mostly to other parts of the former Yugodavia. Other exports include textiles,
leather, porcdain, glass, and cement. Imports include industrial and agricultura machinery
as well as food and consumer products. Until the Republic of Y ugodavia dissolved, most
import-export business between Macedonia and foreign countries was handled through
the federal capital in Belgrade. Strained relationships between Macedonia and Serbia in
the 1990s, as well as the international sanctions against Serbia, have weakened the
Macedonian economy (Garber, 1992).
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Macedonia is the poorest country on the Balkan Peninsula, with a per capita GDP in
1998 of $1,050. Thisfigure is less than half that of resdud Yugodavia, afifth of that of
Croatia, barely a tenth of Slovenia's per capitd GDP, and less than one twentieth of
Germany’s. The composition of the Macedonian GDP by sector is industry 44%, services
32%, and agriculture 24%; and an important supplement to the GDP derives from
payments from a significant number of Macedonians working in Germany and other
Western European states.  Although the Former Yugodav Republic of Macedonia is
among the poorest of former Yugodav republics, it is able to meet basic needs for food
and energy through its own agricultural and coa resources. The economy has begun to
rebound, but continued recovery will depend on Macedonia s ability to redevelop trade ties
with Greece, Serbia, and Montenegro (Garber, 1992).

Table9. Macedonian Time-Line.

Time-Frame Inhabitants/Rulers
Antiquity Kingdom of Macedon
146 BC Fell under Roman Control
395AD Byzantinerule
6" Century The Macedonians, a South Slav group, arrived

9" — 14" Centuries Macedoniawas contested by Constantinople, Bulgaria, and Serbia

14" — 19" Centuries | Ruled by Ottoman Turks

Early 20" Century Claimed by Greece, Serbia, and Bulgaria

1912-1913 Balkan wars establish present boundaries
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1918 Joined the Kingdom of Serbs, Croats, and Slovenes; name changed in 1929
to Yugoslavia

1941-1944 Occupied by Bulgaria, and Axis power

1946 Became a Y ugoslav Republic

1992 Declared independence

1992 Greece protested use of the name “Macedonia’; Became known as
FYROM, the Former Y ugoslav Republic of Macedonia

Demographics

Macedonia is ethnicaly diverse, with approximately 67% Slav Macedonians, 20%
ethnic Albanians, 4% Turkish, 2% Serb, 3% Gypsies, and the balance Vlachs and other
smaller minorities. The magjority of Slav Macedonians area Orthodox Christian (67%),
bel onging to the Macedonian Orthodox Church, established in 1958 with the help of Tito—
a rare example of a Communist leader supporting the establishment and welfare of a
religious body. Mudims represent 30% of the population (CIA World Factbook, 1997).

Miscellaneous

Degpite its dispute with Greece over the use of the name “Macedonia’ and the
“Vergina sun” in Macedonia's flag, an interim accord has been signed resolving the
dispute over condtitutional issues and symbols. Greece has dso lifted its economic
embargo on Macedonia. Of other concern, however are the claims made by Albaniansin
Macedonia regarding discrimination in education, as well as to access to public-sector jobs
and representation in government. Macedonia gained its independence from Y ugodavia
on September 17, 1991. Kiro Gligorov has been presdent and chief of date of
Macedonia since January 27, 1991.

The latest information on Macedonia can be located online at:
http://www.governmentguide.com/govsite.adp?oread=* M ain& url=http%3A//www.govern
mentguide.com/amg/click ThruRedirect.adp%3F55076483%2C16920155%2Chttp%3A//w
ww.odci.gov/cia/publicationg/factbook/geos/mk.html

Terrain, History, and People: The Inextricable Mixture

The mountain chains that crisscross the Balkan Peninsula fragmented not only the
geography of the region, as we have aready seen, but also its ethnic and political
development. The portions of the former Y ugodavia referred to as Bosnia-Herzegovina
and Montenegro are amost wholly mountainous, and Slovenia and Macedonia are
predominantly mountainous—a factor that served in some measure to isolate people,
encourage localism, and hinder the development of states. The mountains have also
permitted minority peoples to take refuge and to escape conquerors and large migrations,
thus in many instances permitting them to retain their identities rather than being
assimilated.

The isolation and physicadl compartmentaization, however, aso undermined the
emergence of a cohesive ethnic or national identity. The presence of fragmented ethnic
identities and geographic divisions retarded the development of any single large power in
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the region, leading instead, to several smdler, less powerful and competing states (Hosch,
1972; Johnsen, 1995).

Paradoxically, the geographic barriers that isolated local residents aso provided ready
access to the region. The Danube provided access from either central Europe or the
Black Sea. Another route flowed down the Danube from Central Europe and diverged
along two paths: Either down the Vardar River through the Skopje Gate in Macedonia to
Thessaonica in Greece, or toward Sofia in Bulgaria and along the Maritsa River to
Congtantinople. Yet another route began in Italy, crossed the Adriatic, moved across
Albania and northern Greece, and terminated in Constantinople. The extensive coastlines
of the Adriatic, Aegean, and Black Seas also opened the Balkans to penetration (Johnsen,
1995; Ristelhueber, 1971).

... the peninsula is a crossroads between Europe, Asia, and Africa. Here the
peoples and cultures of three continents have met and mingled, or clashed and
conquered. The major powers of each historical epoch have made their influence
felt here and left their marks upon the peoples. The great imperial powers of the
past—Greeks, Romans, Turks, Venetians, Austrians, Germans, French, British,
and Russians—all in their turn have dominated or sought to dominate this area.
(Jelavich, & Jelavich, 1965, pp. 2-3)
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CHAPTER THREE

PEOPLE OF THE BALKAN PENINSULA

In order to understand the Balkans, it is necessary to know its people and how they
came to reside in their respective areas of the peninsula. This chapter is intended to
convey that information. It begins with an overview of origind inhabitants and early
settlement and migratory patterns in the Balkans, attends to Greek traders and Roman
conquerors, and then focuses on linguistic, religious, and cultural differences that
contribute to the complex ethnic méange that exists in the area.  This account is not
intended as a comprehensive history of the region. Rather, it isintended to convey ataste
of the rich variety of different cultures and influences that have swept across the Balkan
Peninsula in the past three millennia. Our treatment begins in 1000 BC, approximately the
start of recorded history in the Balkans. An expanded treatment of the Balkan region
before 1000 BC can be found in Appendix D, The Makings of the Balkan Warrior Cult
and Appendix E, European and Bakan Prehistory.

Antiquity on the Balkan Peninsula
The Early Greeks

At the dawn of recorded Balkan history (1,000 BC), Greek-speaking peoples
occupied the southern tip of the Balkan Peninsula, in the region known today as Greece.
They lived in independent city-states on both the mainland and on many of the more than
2,000 idands scattered throughout the lonian, Aegean, and Adriatic Seas. By 800 BC
they had developed a thriving maritime tradition and established a network of colonies
from Asia Minor (present-day Turkey) to Spain. Their Balkan excursions included a
dring of idand trading villages dong the Adriatic Sea's Bakan coastline, and a
corresponding string of villages on the Bakans eastern shoreline, from the Sea of
Mamara northward aong the Black Sea to the mouth of the Danube and beyond. They
also navigated upstream on the Danube, establishing villages at least as far inland as
Vachia, ten miles from present-day Belgrade. The Greeks were an inquisitive and
intrepid people, but their principle interests were trade and commerce. Although they
occasionaly took captives, to sell as daves, they seem to have had no systematic interest
in subjugating the native inhabitants they found in the Balkans.

Indigenous Populations

The Greeks discovered “three distinct indigenous populations in the Balkan interior,
lllyrians, Thracians, and Dacians. All three groups consisted mostly of herdsmen and
warriors. Each group also had its own language, variants of what today is known as the
Indo-European mother language. Thracian and Illyrian languages were members of the
Thraco-lllyrian family and Dacian was a precursor of modern-day Romanian. Both

2 There was afourth group if we consider the ancient Macedonians as a distinct, non-Greek population.
Thereisdivision of opinion now among scholars as to whether the Ancient Macedonians were Greeks, and
apparently there was also a division of opinion among the Ancient Greeks as well.
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Thracian and Illyrian were represented in the Balkans until about AD 1100 and Dacian
was spoken until about AD 600, mostly in Romania. Although each of these languages is
now extinct, Albanian, related to both Illyrian and Dacian, survives. Albanian, spoken
today in the republic of Albania and in parts of Kosovo and Macedonia, is represented
principaly by Geg and Tosk dialects.

The Illyrians. When the Greeks first arrived, they found the Illyrians, ancestors of
modern Albanians, living aong the western coast of the Balkan Peninsula, inhabiting the
region from present-day Albania in the south northward through the coastal mountains of
Montenegro, BosniaHerzegoving, Damatia, and findly into the Idrian Peninsula
(between present-day Slovenia and Croatid). Illyrian settlements extended into the
Bakan interior to the Vardar River in present-day Macedonia and Serbia. No one knows
for how many millennia the lllyrians had lived in these regions, but today they are thought
to be the earliest inhabitants who maintained a continuous presence on the Balkan
Peninsula
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The Thracians. To the east of the Illyrians, early Greeks found a people they called
the Thracians, whose territory was bounded by the Danube River in the north, the Black
Seain the east, the Aegean Sea in the south, and the Struma River in the west.

As with the rest of Europe, the Balkan peninsula first emerged from complete
historic darkness into a misty period for which our surviving evidence is chiefly
archaeological and anthropological. The peoples whom we discern at first, when
the curtain begins to go up on history, at the end of the Bronze Age and the
beginning of the Iron Age, perhaps about 1000 B.C., are two: the lllyriansliving
in the western half of the area, and the Thracians in the eastern. (Wolff, 1974, p.

%)
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The Dacians. A third indigenous population (not cited in the quotation above), the
Dacians, were living on the Transylvanian Plateau north of the Danube, in present-day
north central and western Romania.  The Dacians were agriculturalists and miners of
silver, iron, and gold. Asearly as 400 BC, Dacians appeared in Greek dave markets; and
they subsequently engaged in trade with the Greeks, importing wine. Like their southern
counterparts the Illyrians and Thracians, the Dacians aso spoke an Indo-European
language and were linguigtically related to the Thracians, but they aso were culturaly
influenced by the neighboring Scythians and by invading Celts.

lllyrians and Thracians, according to ancient Greek (and later, Roman) historians,
were formidable fighters. They were described as fierce and warlike tribes who were
prevented from overrunning the lands of the northeastern Mediterranean only by their
congtant political fragmentation (Curtis, 1992; Illyria, 1995; Jones, 1992a, 1992c; Minshdll,
1992b; Thrace, 1995; Wolff, 1974).

Despite their early exposure to an advanced Greek civilization, Balkan indigenous
populations had little in common with the commercid and seafaring Greeks, and
accordingly adopted few of their ways, choosing instead to remain mostly herdsmen and
warriors (lllyrians and Thracians) or agriculturalists and miners (Dacians). Except for an
armed invasion by Alexander the Great (a Macedonian) in the 4" Century BC, Greeks
rarely played the role of conquerorsin the Balkans, nor did they see the indigenous Balkan
populations as either competitors or equals, but rather as storehouses of natura resources
(including manpower, via the dave trade). The reationship of the Greeks with the
indigenous populations was for the most part quid pro quo. At times the locas were
exploited for their mineral resources, or even taken as daves, but at other times they were
enhanced by the development of communication and transportation networks. In the
colonies of Dalmatia, for example, metallurgical and other craft works were established;
and manufactured goods were exchanged for raw materials produced in the interior by
the Illyrian tribes. Similar trading colonies along the eastern shorelines of the peninsula,
where the Thracians lived, and along the Danube, where the Dacians had settled, were
equally successful in promoting trade and shipping (Gianaris, 1982; Illyria, 1995; Jones,
1992a, 1992c; Landes, 1992; Wolff, 1974). Greek commerce, though, was based on
maritime contacts, principaly through coastd villages and trading posts adong magjor rivers
like the Danube. Inevitably, penetration of Greek civilization to interior regions of the
Bakan Peninsula was limited by mountainous and rough terrain.

Ancient Macedonians

Also present on the Balkan Peninsulain 1000 BC were the Ancient Macedonians (not
to be confused with present-day Slavic-speaking inhabitants of FYROM, the Former
Yugodavian Republic of Macedonia). Scholars disagree over the linguistic and ethnic
origins of the ancient Macedonians. Part of the confusion is that it is not known whether
the ancient Macedonian language was an independent language or a Greek dialect into
which a non-Hellenic vocabulary and other traits had been introduced. To further confuse
matters, Macedonian rulers abandoned the ancient Macedonian language in approximately
500 BC and began using Attic Greek for public administration. Despite their language
switch, many Greeks in the city-states to the south continued to view Macedonians as
barbarians (i.e., as non-Greeks).
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Regardless of the dim view in which they were held by mainstream Greeks of the
time, Macedonians under King Phillip 11 had by 338 BC consolidated the Macedonian
tribes, subjugated the Greek mainland, repelled another ondaught of Persian invaders, and
organized an Hellenic League to further the dissemination of Greek culture. Through the
combined efforts of Phillip Il and his son, Alexander the Great, Macedonians were
instrumental in aggressively disseminating Hellenism to the far corners of the then-known
world. After subduing the Bakans and Egypt, Alexander marched east through Asia
Minor and the Middle East, and eventudly on to Persia and northwestern India. Along
the way, Alexander conquered the Persian Empire of Darius |11 and, after eleven years of
warfare, extended his empire to the Indus River. After the death of Alexander, a Greco-
Macedonian state, incorporating the Balkans as well as other eastern Mediterranean
regions, survived until the area fell under the assault of Roman conquerors amost three
hundred years later.

Iranian Invaders

In addition to the well-documented attempts by Persians under Darius and Xerxes to
annex Greece, three other groups of Iranian peoples (Cimmerians, Scythiansand
Sarmathians) penetrated the Balkans between 1000 BC and approximately 300 BC. The
presence of Iranian peoples on the Bdtic Peninsula is not commonly discussed by
historians and as a result it is difficult to assess their impact. They were nomads and
accomplished horsemen and warriors, but they also have been described as keen
huntsmen and fishermen, skilled at curing hides and in metal working. Those who settled
have been described as good agriculturaists. They aso had a keen political sense and
adminigrative ability, and they carried on a lively trade not only with the inhabitants of
Centrd Asia but aso with the Greeks, exchanging surplus goods and furs for Greek
luxuries such as fine ceramic wares. Their eventua fate is not fully understood. In some
instances it is likely they retreated back to Asia; in othersit is likely they were assimilated
by indigenous populations.

The Roman Conquest

Rome's history dates back to 753 BC, when the city itsalf was founded. The Roman
Republic dates to 509 BC, following the overthrow of the last of Rome's seven kings.
Rome' s influence grew steadily until 146 BC, when its defeat and destruction of Carthage
in North Africa marked the beginning of an era of rapid expanson of Roman influence
throughout the Mediterranean area.  Rome changed from a Republic to an Empire at
gpproximately the time of Chrigt, but the transition never impeded Rome's expansionist
ambitions. After becoming an Empire, the passage of but a few years saw Roman
dominion spread over territories as far-flung as Germany and Britain in the north, North
Africa (including Egypt) in the south, and the Persan Gulf in the east. During this
expansonist period, the Romans defeated Syria, Egypt, Greece, Macedonia and its
environs, and eventualy subdued the entire Balkan Peninsula, which it held for over 500
years, beginning well before the birth of Christ and lasting until Rome's capitulation to the
Gothsin 476 AD.

Indigenous Resistance

Of al Bakan peoples, the Illyrians offered the strongest resistance to the Roman
conquest. One lllyrian tribe—the Damatians—held out against Rome until the middle of
the 1¥ Century BC. Although the lllyrians had resisted Roman conquest, when they were
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finally absorbed into the Roman Empire they proved to be extraordinarily valuable to the
empire, supplying for severa centuries the best troops in the Roman armies (Illyria, 1995;
Thrace, 1995), including a number of generas and five soldiers who rose through the
ranks to become emperor, including Diocletian. Although Rome forced the Illyrians to
pay tribute, the Illyrian lands flourished under the Romans. The rest of the Balkans,
however, and especially Greece, suffered a steady economic decline under Roman
control.

For many years, the Dinaric Alps sheltered resistance forces, but Roman
dominance increased. In 35 B.C. the emperor Octavian conquered the coastal
region and seized inland Celtic and Illyrian strongholds; in A.D. 9, Tiberius
consolidated Roman control of the western Balkan Peninsula; and by A.D. 14,
Rome had subjugated the Celtsin what isnow Serbia. (Curtis, 1992, p. 5)
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The influence of the Romans along the Dalmatian coast and in coastal towns was
increased by the settlement of many military veterans. Illyrian pirates and raiders from
the mountains initialy brought considerable instability to Roman Damatia. As the coast
became Romanized, the Dalmatian towns became very similar to those in Itay. These
towns retained their Italian identity and were given various privileges and a degree of
autonomy that persisted throughout the Middle Ages (Fine, 1983).

Across the Blue Danube: The Dacians

By approximately the birth of Christ, Rome was deeply involved in the whole Balkan
region. Nonetheless, the newly acquired lands and diverse populations proved a chalenge
to govern effectively. The Romans organized the conquered peoples into provinces under
the control of appointed governors who had absolute power over al non-Roman citizens.
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Troops were stationed in each province, ready to exercise appropriate force if necessary
(Thrace, 1995).

In the north, the Romans at first used the Danube as their frontier. Roman influence
was eventualy extended, however, north across the Danube, over most of present-day
Romania. In AD 106, Emperor Trgjan crossed the river and conquered Dacia in present-
day Romania. Although little is known about the first inhabitants of Romania, it is
generdly accepted that at that time it was inhabited by Dacians—reatives of the
Thracians—who engaged mainly in agriculture, cattle raising, mining (gold and silver), and
domestic and foreign trade (Dacia, 1995; Gianaris, 1982; Roman Republic and Empire,
1995; Thrace, 1995). At the height of Roman expansion, the whole Balkan Peninsula was
brought under a single rule for the first timein its history.

Roman Governance, Commerce, and Cultural Contributions

A unified empire had far-reaching economic consequences, including the suppression
of piracy and brigandage and the establishment of relatively good communications.
Agriculture remained the basic economic activity in the Roman Empire athough the city
was the dominant influence in Roman life. Absentee owners prospered due to their
possession of large estates on which free tenants tilled the soil, gradually replacing dave
labor. Rome lacked a degree of unity, however, failing to develop a means for ordinary
citizens to participate directly in politica affairs (Wallbank, Taylor, Bailkey, & Mancdll,
1970). To some extent, this shortcoming was rectified in AD 212, when al freemen of
the Roman Empire, which by this time included the entire Balkan Peninsula in addition to
many other holdings throughout the Mediterranean, Europe, North Africa, and the near
East, were granted Roman citizenship.

The construction of a well-organized network of paved highways, particularly one
stretching from the Adriatic coast to Salonika on the Aegean, provided the basis for the
development of trade to the Balkan interior at this time. This brought into existence local
industries, such as weaving, marble quarrying, mining, lumbering, and the production of
wine and table delicacies. Military camps in Belgrade, Ni[], Sofia, Plovdiv, and Edirne
expanded into trade centers (Curtis, 1992; Gianaris, 1982). Security of life and property
under the Roman system stimulated the permanent establishment of peddlers, soldiers, and
workers from Italy and other Mediterranean areas in the Balkans, especialy in Romania.
The Roman administration, using highways built during the occupation AD 106 — 275,
imported people from Italy to work the rich lands of Dacia and the mines of Transylvania.

The western Balkan territories were divided into separate provinces, and new roads
were built to link fortresses, mines, and trading towns. The Romans introduced the
cultivation of grapes in Damatia, ingtituted davery, and dug new mines. In the Danube
basin, agriculture thrived. Throughout the country, towns grew into urban areas with
forums, temples, water systems, coliseums, and public baths (Curtis, 1992; Gianaris,
1982). In the southern regions of the Bakan Peninsula, Roman merchants used the
Aegean idands for shipping and trading activities. During that period, the idand of Delos
became an important nexus for the transport and exchange of commodities and daves
from east to west. On the Adriatic Coast, daves from Balkan countries were sold. More
than a million daves from Macedonia, Thrace, and the rest of Greece were sold to Italy
and Sicily at a relatively high price because of the variety in their skills (Dacia, 1995;
Gianaris, 1982; Roman Republic and Empire, 1995; Thrace, 1995).
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Although wealth was concentrated among limited numbers of people and the breach
between the classes widened, commerce and cottage industries flourished in Balkan cities
during the Roman period. Illyrian lands, especidly, provided vauable raw materias used
by the growing commercia cities. Illyrian peasants, moreover, provided soldiers for the
Roman legions. The administration of justice, the roads, the comforts of the towns (with
their theaters and baths), and the granting of Roman citizenship to al freemen of the
empire in AD 212, facilitated business travel and enhanced the economic and cultura
development of the area (Byzantine Empire, 1995; Gianaris, 1982).

During most of the Roman Empire, Rome was the dominant power in the entire
Mediterranean basin, in most of western Europe, and in large areas of northern Africa
The Romans possessed a powerful army and were gifted in the applied arts of law,
government, city planning, and statecraft. They also acknowledged and adopted
contributions from other ancient peoples, most notably the Greeks. As a result, much of
Greek culture was preserved. The Roman Empire was distinguished for its outstanding
amy as well as for its accomplishments in intellectual endeavors, including Roman law.
Rome's system of roads was without match in the ancient world, designed for
comparatively fast transportation. The roads formed a 50,000-mile transportation network
that extended from Britain to the Tigris-Euphrates Rivers in present-day Irag and to Spain
and northern Africa. They were primarily for military use, but aso were adapted to a
wide variety of functions, including commerce, agriculture, mail delivery, and pedestrian
traffic as well as the movement of military forcess. Roman city planners achieved
unprecedented standards of hygiene with their plumbing, sewage disposal, dams, and
aqueducts. Findly, Latin became the medium for a significant body of original works
attributable to Western civilization (Mojzes, 1995; Roman Republic and Empire, 1995;
Roman Road System, 1995).
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Residual Greek Culture

Eventually Rome controlled &l remnants of the decaying Hellenistic Empire. As the
Romans continued to spread their own knowledge throughout the world-state, they aso
disseminated Greek knowledge; and a synthesis of cultures took place among the diverse
peoples of the central and eastern Mediterranean. By assimilating and spreading Hellenic
elements and preserving Hellenistic culture in the eastern provinces, the Romans helped to
perpetuate the Greek legacy of economic expansion, growing cosmopolitanism, and
striking intellectual and artistic achievement.

Latin, the language of the Romans, was aso one of many Indo-European languages
spread throughout the Bakans, especially among the Illyrians. At the same time, the
Romans, particularly the upper classes, were also being significantly influenced by Greek
culture and civilization, to the extent that many historians and socia scientists call this era
the Greco-Roman Period. The Romans acknowledged a cultural debt to the Greeks:

The Roman world-state, while enriched by many cultural strains, was
predominantly a synthesis of Greek and Latin cultures. The Romans learned the
Greek language, copied Greek architecture, employed Greek sculptors, and
identified their Gods with Greek deities. Although Greek ways of life introduced
sophisticated habits which were often corrupting to the Roman virtues of self-
reliance, personal integrity, family cohesion, and discipline, Greek influences
made the Romans on the whole less harsh and insensitive. Largely because of
their admiration for Greek culture and their belief in maintaining a diversity of
cultures within a political unity, the Romans succeeded in establishing a world-
state instead of a narrow national empire. (Wallbank, Taylor, Bailkey, & Mancall,
1970, p. 143)

Decline of the Roman Empire

By AD 271 — AD 275, however, Rome had reached its apex of territorial expansion
and was forced by invading barbarians to withdraw southward to the Danube. When the
Romans withdrew, under pressure from the Goths, they left behind the name of the state
of Romania as well as the fundamentals for the Romanian language (Dacia, 1995;
Gianaris, 1982; Roman Republic and Empire, 1995; Thrace, 1995).3

Emperor Augustus (born Caius Octavius) is credited with bringing the whole Bakan
Peninsula within the Mediterranean civilization. Augustus was the firss Roman emperor,
and his reign spanned the beginning of the first millennium, from 27 BC to AD 14. What
Augustus consolidated, however, the emperor Constantine broke asunder. In AD 330 he
moved the capitad to Byzantium, which was subsequently renamed Constantinople
(modern name: Istanbul). Byzantium, originaly a Greek trading post where merchants
from the Aegean and Black Seas met with those from Asia and the Balkan interior, had
by this time developed into an important economic and cultura center. Upon the death of
Theodosius in AD 395, the Roman Empire was officialy split into eastern (The Byzantine
Empire) and western (the Western Roman Empire) realms. In AD 476, the last emperor
of the west, Romulus Augustulus, was deposed by Goths and the powerful and influential
western Roman Empire faded into history. The Byzantine Empire, however, with its

% Present-day Romanians take pride in the fact that they are the offspring of the ancient Dacians and Romans.
Recently, they even changed the spelling of their country’ s name from Rumania to Romania.
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capital a Constantinople, was to persist for another thousand years before capitulating to
the Ottoman Turks.

Table 10. A Short Chronology of the Roman Empire

753BC
509BC
390BC
146 BC
200BC—-AD 200
AD 200
AD 212
AD 275
AD 330

Rome founded

Roman Republic founded, after overthrow of the last Roman king
Rome sacked by Celtic invaders who depart with a golden ransom
Rome defeats Carthage in north Africa

Roman influence envel opes the Balkans

Barbarian attacks on northern Balkansintensify

Roman citizenship granted to al freemen of the empire

Gothsforce Roman evacuation of Dacia (present-day Romania)
Constantine moves capital to Constantinople (previously Byzantium)

AD 371-375
AD 395

AD 410
434453

Goths cross Danube and conquer Roman territory

Empire splitsinto Byzantine Empire and Western Roman Empire
Rome attacked and occupied by Goths

Attilathe Hun'sreign of terror

AD 476
AD 1453

Collapse of the Western Roman Empire; European “Dark Ages’ begin
Capture of Byzantine Empire by the Ottoman Turks

Barbarians at the Gate

Through the millennia, the physiography of the Balkan Peninsula practically invited
invasions and migrations from the north and east and to a lesser extent from the west and
south. This invitation, far from being ignored by surrounding populations, was accepted
time and again by peoples in search of greener pastures. Successive waves of invaders
crossed the peninsula since the beginning of recorded time. Some merely passed through
or retreated after a brief incursion, leaving little record of their presence, but others left
more lasting impressions. Table 11 lists the main civilizations that invaded or immigrated

to the Bakans in the period from 1000 BC to AD 1000.

Table 11. Major Civilizationsto Penetrate the Balkan Peninsul&’

(Approximate) Time
Civilization Frame Area(s) Occupied
Greeks | 1250 BCto 200 BC Greece, Macedonia, Adriatic and Black Sea
coastal regions, Danube Valley
Phrygians | 1080 BC to 580 BC Macedonia and eastern Thrace
Ancient Macedonians | 1000 BC to 200 BC Northern Greece and Macedonia
Persians | 525BC-400BC Thrace westward to Macedonia
Cimmerians | 1000 BC - 600 Lower Danube, Dacia, eastern Thrace
Scythians | 700BC - 600 BC Macedonia
Sarmathians | 4" Century BC Dacia, Thrace
Western Roman Empire | 200 BCto AD 476 Entire Balkan Peninsula
Goths | 36" CenturiesAD | Most of the Balkan Peninsula
Byzantine Empire | 395—AD 1453 Most of the Balkan Peninsula
Huns | 5" Century AD Much of the Balkan Peninsula
Avars | 6"- 8" Centuries Much of the Balkan Peninsula
Bulgars | 7" Century Dacia, Bulgaria, Greece, Damétia,

4 Thislist presents only “major” invaders. For an expanded treatment of Balkan invaders, see Appendix G:
Indigenous Peoples, Invaders, and Immigrants in the Balkans.
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Magyars | ™~ 10" Century AD | Bulgaria, Macedonia, Serbia
Slavs | 6"—21% Centuries Entire Balkan Peninsula

The Roman Empire, with its pervasive Pax Romana, provided a powerful stabilizing
force for over haf a millennia, but even Roman power eventualy waned. As Roman
influence began to decline in the 3% Century, barbarian incursions into the Balkans
became more frequent and more intense. In AD 271-275 the Goths forced the Romans
to abandon Dacia (present-day Romania) and retreat to the Danube River. A hundred
years later Goths crossed the Danube and began occupying Roman territory in what is
now Bulgaria and Serbia. Upon the death of Theodosius in AD 395, the Roman Empire
was split into eastern (the Byzantine Empire) and western (the Western Roman Empire)
reAlms. Rome was the capitd of the western realm, and Constantinople (ancient
Byzantium; present-day Istanbul) became the capital of the eastern realm.

The Romans brought order to the region, and their inventive genius produced
lasting monuments. But Rome’'s most significant legacy to the region was the
separation of the empire’'s Byzantine and Roman spheres (the Eastern and
Western Roman Empires, respectively), which created a cultural chasm that
would divide East from West, Eastern Orthodox from Roman Catholic, and Serb
from Croat and Slovene. (Curtis, 1992, p. 5)

Division of the Roman Empire into eastern and western realms had no substantial
mitigating effect on barbarian attacks. Moreover, Goths were not the only thorn in the
side of a progressively eroding Roman authority. For the next five hundred years, a
succession of barbarians poured south into the Bakans from the eastern European
steppes, including Huns, Avars, Bulgars, Magyars and Slavs. Perhaps no group was more
deleterious to Roman influence than the Huns who, as warriors, inspired unparalleled fear
throughout Europe. They were extremely accurate mounted archers, and their command
of horsemanship, their ferocious charges and unpredictable retreats, and the speed of their
strategic movements brought them overwhelming victories. When Attila became King of
the Huns in AD 434, he commenced a reign of terror against both Rome and its eastern
realm, the Byzantine Empire. His forays often targeted Roman provinces in the Balkans,
and his assaults were sufficiently vicious to eventualy earn him the name Flagellum Dei
(Scourge of the Gods).
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Romans, amounting to 700 pounds of gold annualy in exchange for a promise not to
attack the empire' s northern frontier. In 441 the Romans were late in making a payment
and for retaliation Attila mounted a massive assault on the Balkans' Danubian frontier. He
overran and captured Belgrade and negotiated a truce in 442. A year later, faced again
with recalcitrant Roman paymasters, Attila resumed his attack, sweeping south through
the heart of the Balkans. He destroyed Sofia and after defeating the main Roman forces
in a succession of savage battles, arrived at Constantinople, capita of the Eastern
(Byzantine) Roman Empire. The city proved to be impregnable, even for Attila the Hun,
but he nonethel ess cornered the remaining Roman forces on the peninsula of Gallipoli, and
destroyed them to a man. After this crushing blow, Rome sued for peace and Attila's
terms were 6000 pounds of gold to end the war, and 2100 pounds of gold annualy
thereafter for protection.

Attila attacked a second time in AD 447, again devastating the Balkan provinces as
he advanced. He forged his way south into Greece where he was finally stopped (but not
defeated) at Thermopylae. This time his treaty terms were even more severe: a wide
swath of territory south of the Danube, plus continuing annua tribute. In AD 450 the
Romans refused further payment. Attila attacked Gaul in AD 451, but the Romans
forged an impromptu aliance with the Visigoths, and their combined forces handed Attila
the only defeat of his life. Smarting from the unaccustomed humiliation of defest, Attila
launched a direct attack on Italy, with Rome as his eventual target. He sacked Verona
and Milan but turned back before crossing the Apennines, apparently because Italy was
ravaged that year with a contagious plague. He headed east, to launch another attack
on Constantinople, but died en route.



BALKANS3 57

Attila the Hun's attacks and extortionist tactics significantly weakened Roman
defenses, and except for his early death (on his wedding night, no less), the Huns might
have eventually destroyed the Roman Empire. As it was, it was left to the Goths to
deliver the coup de grace, a least to the Western Roman Empire, thereby ending
Rome's Mediterranean hegemony. In AD 476, the Ostrogoth chieftain Odoacer deposed
the last Roman emperor of the West, Romulus Augustulus (Gianaris, 1982; Roman
Republic and Empire, 1995) and occupied Rome. After more than a millennium of
exisence, under forms of government as varied as monarchies, republics and
dictatorships, the Western Roman Empire had falen, its glory never to be resurrected.
The eastern part of the Roman Empire—Byzantium—survived, however. By this time it
had grown richer and stronger than its western counterpart, due to wealth and stability
derived from the export of spices and other products. Despite subsequent raids by Goths,
Huns, Savs, and Mongolians, moreover, the Byzantine Empire held its ground for another
thousand years before findly capitulating to the Ottoman Turks in 1453 (Fine, 1983,
Gianaris, 1982; Roman Republic and Empire, 1995).

The South Slav Migration

Origin of the Savs & Their Migratory and Settlement Patterns

Of dl the invasions and migrations listed above in Table 11, none had a more lasting
effect on the Balkans than that of the South Slavs. They originated near Kiev, in present-
day Ukraine, and over a period of several hundred years, beginning in the 8" Century and
lasting approximately until the 10" Century, migrated east and west as well as south.
West Slavs became known as Poles and Czechs, while East Slavs subsequently became
known as Russians, Ukrainians, and White Russians. From the southward migration, the
Savs of the Bakans emerged: Slovenes, Croats, Bosnians, Serbs, Macedonians,
Bulgarians, and Montenegrins.

South Savs moved into the Bakan Peninsula in a least six
Croats, Slovenes, distinct waves. Slovenes settled first, dong the upper Sava
I\Bﬂzs:t':::érsiﬁ;bs’ River, and not long thereafter Croats chose the middle sections
M acedoni ans:and of the Sava fpr their new home, while Bosnians adapted tq the
Bulgariansare all rugged terrain of the upper Urbas and the Bosna River.
Slavs. Sometime later, Serbs terminated their southerly migrations in
the mountains aong the upper Ibar River, while ill later
Montenegrins, Macedonians, and Bulgarians penetrated further south, with the
Montenegrins stopping in the southern Dinaric Alps, the Macedonians continuing to the
Vardar River valey, and the Bulgarians migrating into the southeast, where they

absorbed the indigenous Thracians.

The South Slavs movement into the Balkans differed from those of preceding groups
and they are considered to be the most significant of all the peoples who intruded into the
Balkans over the centuries. Although other peoples crossed the Balkans (Table 11), few
of them settled, as the Savs did. While most of the Mongolian invaders were nomads,
dropping no roots in the Bakans, the Slavs kept advancing dowly to the south, steadfastly
creating agricultural settlements as they advanced.

.... they came as home seekers rather than as raiders, and were often temporarily
subjugated by various Asiatic invaders like the Avars, whose mission was
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primarily one of plunder. In the process of their occupation the Slavs settled the
Bakan peninsula.... (Gewehr, 1967, pp. 7-8)

According to written sources of the time, Slavs first showed up north of the Danube
in the 8" century. They began crossing the Danube in force in the 8" Century. Their
migration was sow, however, and was not a mass movement. The early Savic groupsin
the Balkan Peninsula consisted primarily of groups of scattered—although related—tribes
who often were at odds with each other. Their advance was irregular, with no full-scale
military campaigns or formal sieges.

Slavic migration southward toward and across the Danube frontier of the
Byzantine Empire was not a sudden invasion of the kind which could be repelled
in battle, but a slow and inexorable infiltration, which could be retarded by a
consistent policy of frontier defenses, but which apparently could not be
arrested, any more than the movement of aglacier. (Wolff, 1974, p. 38)
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The Byzantines adopted a variety of defense measures, but the Slavs just kept on
coming—often driven ahead by the Avars. The Slavs waged an occasiona war,
particularly against the Greeks, but the Slav movement into and settlement in the Balkans
was largely peaceful (Mojzes, 1995; Wolff, 1974). In addition, wars between the
Byzantine and Persian Empires led to the subsequent collapse of the Byzantine's Balkan
frontier aong the Danube and Sava Rivers and opened the Balkans even further to Slavic
settlement (Fine, 1983). In the 6" and 7" centuries, combined pressures from Slavic
migrations and Persian invasions forced the Byzantine Empire to withdraw from a large
part of Macedonia, but the Slavs failed to take or destroy the important Macedonian cities
of Thessalonika, Serres, Edhess, and Veroia and Byzantine Emperor Heraclius, who ruled
from AD 610 to 641, was eventudly successful in imposing the political authority of
Byzantium over the Slavic tribes (Mojzes, 1995; Singleton, 1985; Wolff, 1974). (In the 6"
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and 7" Centuries, “Macedonia’ was based on ancient geographical definitions, and
covered approximately two-and-a-haf times as much territory as the present-day Former
Y ugosavian Republic of Macedonia [FY ROM].)

By the 7" century, Byzantium recognized the Slavs as permanent settlers.
Nonetheless, on severad occasions the Slavs rebelled against Byzantine rulers in the
Balkans. To weaken the Slavs, Byzantine emperors forcibly transported some of them
from Macedonia to Asia Minor and replaced them with Scythians (Iranians), especialy
along the lower portion of the Struma River, and with Christian Turks who settled near the
Vardar River (Gianaris, 1982; Hamp, 1995; Stoianovich, 1992b; Wolff, 1974).

But these were at best stopgap efforts, and resolutely the Slavs pressed ever
southward. Slavs occupied the entire Adriatic littoral as well as the interior of the Balkan
Peninsula and Greece itself by the 7" century —the period of their greatest southern
penetration on the Peninsula.  They controlled Greece until approximately AD 800,
athough the native Greek population ultimately absorbed the Savs. In the area of
present-day Bulgaria and former Yugodavia, however, the Slavs became the dominant
people (Wolff, 1974). In Bulgaria, Savsin the 6" and 7" Centuries assimilated the local
Thracian tribes. Shortly thereafter, they also assmilated the Bulgars, who were originally
a Turkic tribe from centrd Asia With the gradua obliteration of fragmented Sav,
Thracian, and Bulgar tribes, the three groups consolidated into a unified Slav people who
thenceforward retained the name of Bulgarians.

S0 inexorably did the south Slav migration advance, that with the exception of the
Albanians (descendants of the ancient Illyrians who found refuge in the Dinaric Alps),
Romanians (descendants of Romanized ancient Dacians), and Vlachs (thought to be
descendants of ancient Dacians who fled into mountain fastnesses to avoid plundering
barbarians from the north), the contemporary peoples in the Balkans north of Greece are
the descendants of the early immigrant Savs. Only the Greeks managed either to repulse
or absorb the Slavs. Other indigenous groups not named above were absorbed into the
Slavic mainstream.

Sovenes

Among the first Slavs to arrive in the Balkans were the Slovenes. By the 6" Century,
Slovenes had settled in and just beyond the northern reaches of the Balkans. They lived
in present-day Slovenia, as well as in parts of present-day Austria in the eastern Alps, in
the northern part of Istria (a peninsula between present-day Slovenia and Croatia), in
parts of northeastern Italy, and in the extreme southwest of Hungary. Charlemagne
conguered the Slovenes in AD 778. From then, the Slovenes were under Teutonic
(ancient Germanic or Cdltic) control, followed by Frankish and, later, by Augtrian
domination until the end of World War | (Lavrencic, Allcock, & Barker, 1995; Minns,
1911b; Slovenia, 1995; Stoianovich, 1992€).

During the 6th century AD, ancestors of the Slovenes, now referred to by
historians as Alpine Slavs or proto-Slovenes, pushed up the Sava, Drava, and
Murariver valleysinto the Eastern Alps and the Karst. There they absorbed the
existing Romano-Celtic-1llyrian cultures. (Lavrencic, Allcock, & Barker, 1995, p.
664)

Although Slovenes can be traced to the same tribes in the Ukraine from which al
other Slavic groups originated, their dominant historic influences have come from Western
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Europe. Modern Slovenes use the Roman aphabet, belong to the Roman Catholic
Church, and in many ways feel more similar to their Alpine brethren in Italy and Austria
than to other Slavsin the Balkans.

Croats

Early in the 7" Century, a second migration of Slavs known as the “Croatians’ and
the “Serbs,” arrived from northern regions beyond the Carpathians. The Croats formed
the western divison of a migratory group of Savic peoples who colonized the lands
between Bulgaria and the Adriatic. The Croats became associated with the Adriatic
coast and southward including the Damatian littord, gradualy coming under Itaian
influence in the extreme west, and under Byzantine influence in the south and southeast.
By AD 806 the northern and northeastern districts were added to the empire of the
Franks, and hence under the influence of the Western (Roman Catholic) Church (Jayne,
1910b; Wolff, 1974).

Serbs

The Serbs, speaking substantidly the same language as the Croats with dight
dialectical differences, appeared along the Adriatic Coast in approximately the 6" century
AD. Asarule, Serbs occupied regions to the east and south of the Croats, but they were
not separated by any clear geographical line, and in the region of Bosnia and Herzegovina
the two groups were inextricably mixed. The influence of the land once again left its
imprint.

Bosnian Serbs. The region known today as Bosnia had no separate name or history
until Slav settlement began. During the subsequent 300 years, Bosnia became the
generaly accepted name for the valley of the Bosna River and, subsequently, for severa
outlying tributary principalities. The old lllyrian population was ether absorbed or
expelled, and autonomous Savic tribal divisons replaced Latin ingtitutions.

During the early Middle Ages, Bosnia never developed the sense of political
cohesion that was displayed by other regions in the Balkans, possibly owing in
large measure to the characteristics of its physical geography. (Seton-Watson,
Purkovi[], & Allcock, 1995, p. 621)
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Macedonian, Montenegrin, and Bulgarian Savs. Other Slavic groups pushed on
to the southward, including the group destined to become Macedonians, who today speak
adiadect intermediate between Bulgarian, which is spoken by the peoples to their east, and
Serbo-Croatian. Another Slavic group settled in the Montenegrin mountains.  Some
Montenegrins consider themselves to be “Mountain” Serbs, others prefer to think of
themselves as a separate Slavic group. And as we have seen aready, yet another Slavic
group moved into present-day Bulgaria, absorbed the indigenous Thracians, and later
assmilated the Turkic-speaking Bulgars. Today, this latter Slavic group is know as
Bulgarians.

Fate of the Indigenous Balkan Population

What was the fate of the indigenous population? Many were killed, while others
were carried off ... or fled .... Still others withdrew to the mountains or remote
regions, and their descendants reappeared later as Vlachs or Albanians who
begin to turn up in written sources in the eleventh and twelfth centuries. The
Thracians [however] disappeared from history. (Fine, 1983, p. 37)

Considerable numbers of indigenous populations remained in the Balkans following the
massve Savonic migration, ether in isolated mountain enclaves or occasiondly in the
same communities as the Slavs. The heaviest concentrations of Slavs were aong the
main travel routes (Fine, 1983). Fewer Slavs penetrated into the more remote or less
fertile regions, such as much of BosniaHerzegovina and Albania. These regions initially
provided refuge areas where pockets of the origina populations gathered for mutua
protection.

In these western refuge areas . . . it islikely that the ratio of indigenous people to
Slavs would have been higher. If so, this probably would have led to more
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indigenous influence on these Slavs, and the greater the number of remaining
pre-Slavic peoples, the greater would have been the intermixture of the two
groups and the greater the likelihood of their forming joint communities . . . .
(Fine, 1983, p. 38)

The Notion of Ethnicity

If there is a culturd constant in the Balkans, paradoxica as it may sound, it must
surely be the ubiquity of ethnic diversity. In few other localities are so many different
ethnic groups packed into a comparably sized geographic aréa. | cynic distinctions
The situation is so complex that it is perhaps well to begin with | <an be based on
basic definitions. First, what characteristics may be used to || race, religion,
define “ethnicity”?  According to the American Heritage || language,
Dictionary (1992), an ethnic group consists of people who share | nationdlity, or
“... acommon and distinctive racid, nationd, religious, linguistic, || culture.
or cultural heritage.”

Racial Ethnicity

In the Balkans, the closest thing to a racia difference is probably the distinction
between Savs and non-Slavs. Magor non-Slavic groups consist of the Romanians,
Albanians, and Greeks, plus at least eight other distinct

Croats, Slovenes, Bosnians, ethnic groups with significant “pockets’ of representation
Serbs, Montenegrins, and (Ukranians, Czechs, Germans, Hungarians, Italians,
M acedonians have a Slovaks, Turks, and Gypsies.)

common (Slavic) origin and a )
common genetic stock, As we have aready seen, Croats, Slovenes, Bosnians,
which explainswhy they are Serbs, Montenegrins, Macedonians, and Bulgarians are
virtually indistinguishable al Savs. Ethnicdly and linguiticdly (with the possible
...physicaly. exception of the Bulgarians, who absorbed a Turkic-

speaking group from Asia cadled the Bulgars), al Savs
they have a common origin and a common genetic stock, which explains why they are
virtually indistinguishable physicaly (Mojzes, 1995). Even dleged culturd differences
between different Slavic groups are frequently difficult to discern, especialy for outsiders.
Differences between city folk and people from the countryside, for example, are often
considerably more marked than differences between Serb and Croat or Bosniac and
Slovene.

The Serbs, Muslims, and Croats clearly are an identical people, descendants of
the same Slav tribesmen who migrated south into the Balkans during the decline
of the Roman Empire. They speak the same language, and look
indistinguishable. All that really divides them are the different orthographic and
ritual peculiarities they inherited from their former imperial masters: the Croats
write their common language in Roman script instead of Cyrillic, and they are
Roman Catholics instead of Eastern Orthodox Christians. As for the Muslims,
they bear about as much resemblance to Islamic fundamentalists as Unitarians do
to Holy Rollers. Nonetheless, because of these acquired differences they are
killing each other. (Allman, 1993, p. 48)

While most outsiders can grasp the difference between Slav and non-Sav, this
digtinction is by no means the mainstay of Balkan ethnic polarization. And in fact it is
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important to recognize that some of the most intense ethnic animosities on the Balkan
Peninsula exist between different groups of Slavs. Some of these animosities date back
hundreds of years, such as the resentments that Christian Serbs, Croats, and Slovenes
harbor againgt other Slavs who voluntarily converted to Idam during the Ottoman
occupation in the 14™ — 19™ Centuries.  Another religion-based schism, also dating back
many centuries, is the one between Orthodox Serbs and Roman Catholic Croats and
Slovenes. Rdligion, however, is not the only source of intraSavic friction, nor are al
antagonisms rooted in ancient misunderstandings. Some murderous antipathies have
developed during recent times. One of these, perhaps the most vitriolic intraSlavic hatred
of dl, is of relatively recent historic origin and has little direct relevance to religious
differences. It concerns the abject contempt in which Serbs hold Croats for having
perpetrated massacres and other atrocities against Serbian civilians during World War 11.
At the behest of Italian and German fascists, Croatian Ustasha during WW |1 undertook
to systematically exterminate, incarcerate or deport every Serb (and Jew) in the Balkan
Peninsula. Such a vendettais not soon forgiven; and possibly never forgotten.

Severa observers of Bakan cultura conflict have commented that objective
differences are often less important than perceived differences. Individuals at odds with
one another often exaggerate any real differences that actually exist. Although most
Bakan groups are physologicdly indistinguishable ....

The people are, however, rather convinced that they are each very different from
the others. They dwell far more often on what separates them than on what they
havein common. (Mojzes, 1995, p. 54)

The basic physica similarities between most Balkan ethnic groups is good to keep in
mind as we delve deeper into the inter-ethnic dynamics of this complex region. Again and
again it will be seen that a common tactic among warring factions is to deny, distort, or
obscure similarities and exaggerate differences. It may be more psychologically paatable
when enemies are fundamentally different, even in matters as seemingly irrdlevant as
hand shape.

“.... Serbs are different. They aren't real Slavs, they have Arab blood, or
something. You can tell by the shape of their hands.” She held out her own
hand, which had exceptionally long, narrow fingers. “Serbs have square fingers.
Let me seeyour hand. That’snot a Serb hand either. Whereisyour family from?
Do you have Croat background?”

“English.”

“Phu! Too bad for you.” She said it rather kindly, with genuine pity. “Look,
another way you can bell Serbs are not real Slavsisthat their church isn’t really
Orthodox. It's got some difference from the rea Russian church, | can't
remember what.” (Hall, 1994, pp. 20-21, from an interview with a Croatian woman
in Zagreb, Croatia, conducted in 1991)

And here it is important to understand that Slav is a superordinate term which refers,
basicaly, to any member of the most nhumerous ethnic and linguistic group in Europe, a
group that includes not just Sovenians, Croatians, Bosnians, Serbs, Macedonians,
Montenegrins, and Bulgarians on the Balkan Peninsula, but also anyone ese in Europe or
elsawhere who speaks a Savic language, including, Lithuanians, Latvians, Czechs,
Slovaks, Ukrainians, Bydlorussians, and Poles.
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Religious Ethnicity

Of the five characteristics (race, religion, language, nationality, and culture) upon
which ethnicity may be established, perhaps religion has been the most important in the
Bakans. Since the divison of the Roman Empire into its western (based in Rome) and
Eastern (based in Congtantinople) segments, the Bakans have been divided religioudy into

Eastern Orthodox Christians in the east (Serbs,
Montenegrins, Macedonians, | Thuswas Bulgarians and
Romanians) and Roman Catholics in | Introducedtothe the west (Slovenes and
. Balkans atripartite . . .
Croats). Moreover, with Ottoman religious subjugation came a policy
of voluntary Islamizz_ation. Converson | ¢ actionalization: to Idam was not
mandatory during Ottoman | Eastern Orthodox, occupancy, but it was
necessary in order to own land, hold | Roman Catholic, office, or otherwise
aspire to become a functiona member | and Islam. of society. Faced with
this choice, many citizens converted, especidly  in Bosnia

Herzegoving, Albania, and Kosovo. Many others, however, found the prospect of
converting from Christianity to ISlam so revolting that they chose to be renegades instead
and literally headed for the hills, establishing remote enclaves in the less accessible
mountainous backcountry where they maintained traditiona religious bdliefs, languages,
and other customs. Thus was introduced to the Bakans a tripartite religious
fractiondization: Eastern Orthodox, Roman Catholic, and Idam.

It isimportant to note that Muslim and Moslem are mere variations of the same term,
both denoting an adherent to the Idamic faith. Mudim seems to be a dightly more
modern variation, but some writers use Mosem and other writers use Mudlim and since
we quote and cite authors from both camps, the two terms are used interchangeably in
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this document. It is equaly important to note that those professing the Idamic faith can
be Sav, non-Slav, Turk, Russian or any other ethnicity (as long as it is not an ethnicity
based on another religion). Virtualy all Mudims in Bosnia-Herzegoving, for example, are
Mudim Slavs. They are Savs who converted to Idam during the five hundred year
Ottoman occupation. In al other respects, including language and genetic makeup,
Bosnian Mudims are little different from the most rabidly nationalistic (and Christian)
Serbs or Croats. With “ethnic” Albanians, however, the issue is a little more complex.
While ethnic Albanians also converted to Idam during the Ottoman occupation, Albanians
as we have aready seen are not Slavs, but rather trace their ancestry to one of the
Bakans earliest known inhabitants, the Illyrians. Thus ethnic Albanians are doubly
different than Serbs (on both religion and place of origin.) Moreover, there may be
consistent physica differences between Albanians and Slav groups, dthough this point is
probably debatable.

The Albanians of today are considered to be the descendants of the ancient
Illyrians, who were probably the original inhabitants of the western coastland ....
Despite a considerable admixture of Slav blood, the modern Albanian presents
certain physical characteristics which identify him with an earlier ethnic
substratum. (Gewehr, 1967, pp. 4-5)

Pinson (1993) discussed the notion that many Serbs fed that Idam is an aien entity
that moved into the Balkans. Their cry isto “let the dien Mudlims go home.” Of course,
the same argument could be used against Slavs themselves, who arrived in the Bakans in
the 6" and 7" Centuries from their homeland in eastern Poland, Belarus, and the Ukraine.
Should the Savs aso be forced to return to their homeland? By extension, one could
argue that al Orthodox Chrigtians in the Balkans should be sent back to Byzantium (now
Istanbul in Turkey). In similar fashion, one would divide Jews into Ashkenazic and
Sephardic groups and send them back to Germany and Poland, or to Spain, respectively.
Likewise, the Roma (Gypsies) would be returned to India If such practices were
implemented, however, the Balkans would be stripped of most of its population, leaving in
place only some groups such as the Greeks and ethnic Albanians, whose ancestra
presence in the Balkans goes back several millennia

Moreover, Bosnian Mudims are Slavs, for whom Turkey (or any other Mudim
country) would be alien in every respect except, possibly, reigion. The redlity is that the
Bosnian Mudims, as well as the Albanian-speaking Kosovar Mudlims, are home where
they are within BosniaHerzegovina and Kosovo, respectively. Additiondly, there are
significant Turkish minorities, almost al of whom practice Idam, in both Bulgaria and
Macedonia.

Nonetheless, reigion has undeniably been a powerful fractionating force in the
Bakans. According to Tomalli[] (1948), religious differences were responsible for
grouping the people of the former Yugosavia into what resembled castes: The Eastern
Orthodox (Hri[JJani), the Roman Catholic (Latini), and the Moslems (Turci). Reigious
influences led to the development of differences in dress, food, house type, and other
cultural patterns. Describing the period immediately following World War 11, Toma[Ji[]
wrote:

Although the three religious groups are often settled in the same village, they do
not intermarry and, as a rule, do not intermingle socialy. They identify each
person with his social group mainly on the basis of his dress, his mode of



BALKANS3 66

speaking [dialect], and the phrases he uses in greeting. (Toma[li[], 1948, pp. 97-
9)

By the time of Tito's death in 1980, many of these cultura differences were
becoming blurred. More and more citizens of Y ugodavia, for example, were beginning to
identify themselves as “Yugodavs' rather than as members of one of the prevailing
ethno-religious factions. After the fragmentation of Yugodavia in the 1990's, however, it
is unlikely that few resdents, indde or outsde Serbia, would sill cal themsalves
Yugodavs.

Few outsiders have failed to redlize that religious differences have been a core issue
in the recent Balkan wars. It is less well understood among outside observers, however,
why religious differences have been so divisve. The schism between Orthodox
Chrigianity and Roman Catholicism, which has aready been noted and which will be
elaborated in a later chapter, in many respects can be thought of as an unintended
byproduct of the progressive deterioration and eventua divison of the Roman Empire.
When Rome separated into eastern and western divisions, one headquartered in Rome
and the other in Constantinople, correspondingly distinct versions of Chrigtianity, with
progressively diverging practices and doctrine, devel oped aongside and as part of the two
forms of government. When the Western Roman Empire fell to the barbarians in AD
476, Roman Catholicism nonetheless survived. Both forms of Chrigtianity thrived in the
Balkans. Over time, adoption patterns increasingly reflected the ancient Roman versus
Hellenic culturd split, with Roman Catholicism becoming the dominant religion in the west
and Orthodox Chrigtianity preferred in the eastern Balkan territories.
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Musdlims in the Balkans is aso in many respects a byproduct of secular historic events.
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The explanation for why the antipathy is often so intense will become clearer when, in the
next chapter, we consider the impact of the five hundred year Ottoman occupancy and
how the occupiers used religion as a wedge to divide the loyalties of the subjected Balkan
populations.

Linguistic Ethnicity

Language, in dl its incredible multivariate complexity, has been called the halmark
accomplishment of human culture. Long before the advent of genetic markers, language
was used to trace the origin and movements of various groups of people throughout
history. Patterns of language usage can reved fundamental similarities between
ostensbly unrelated groups. Conversaly, language aso can have the power of
establishing separate origins and identities for ostensibly similar groups.

In this context, it is well to note that al Indo-European languages (including Greek,
Russian, German, English, Spanish, Italian, and a lot of others) are “descendants’ of a
single ancestral language first spoken on the steppes surrounding the north shores of the
Black and Caspian Seas, north of the Caucasus Mountains, in what today is Russia,
Kazakhstan and the Ukraine. By 5000 years ago (3000 BC), at about the time ancient
Egyptians were beginning to establish their civilization aong the Nile River in North
Africa, speakers of the Indo-European ancestral language were spreading throughout the
steppes of southwest Asig, the Indian subcontinent, and into eastern and northern Europe.
As these peoples dispersed, their ancestral Indo-European language split into a number of
didects, each of which eventually developed into individual languages that ultimately led to
the Indo-European language families of today (see Table 12 below) (Cowgill, 1995; Indo-
European Languages, 1995). By about 1000 BC, at the time we began our look at the
people who had settled on the Balkan Peninsula, languages of the Indo-European family
were spoken in most of Europe and much of southwest and south Asia

Although the Slavs had dready divided into severa distinct groups (Croats, Slovenes,
Serbs, and so on) by the time they started their southward migrations in earnest in the 6"
Century, they nonetheless till shared a common language, uniform in its phonologicd and
grammatica structure, with important didecta variations occurring only in the vocabulary.
This common Savic language is known today as Proto-Savic, or beginning Savic (Ivanov,
1995). Slavic remained a single language until at least the 8" or 9" Century AD. By the
end of the 8" century AD, Slavic was spoken from northern Russia to southern Greece,
and from the Volga River in southern Russia to the Elbe River in Germany, throughout the
modern-day Czech Republic, and dong the Adriatic littora. With the migration and
expanson of Savic tribes, however, the differences between regiona dialects
progressively became greater, and by the 10" Century AD the ancestors of most modern
Savic languages (i.e, Slovenian, Serbo-Croatian, Macedonian, and Bulgarian) had
appeared (Waxman, 1992). Nonetheless, not al present-day Balkan languages are Slavic.
As might be expected from its inherent multicultura plurality, the peninsula is home to an
amost bewildering array of languages and dialects. On the Balkan Peninsula as a whole,
languages from three of the four magjor language super familiesin Table 12 are spoken:

TABLE 12. Original Homelands of European and Southwest Asian L anguages and L anguage
Families.
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SUPERFAMILY AND HOMELAND FAMILY REPRESENTATIVES IN EUROPE AND
SOUTHWEST ASIA
HAMITO-SEMITIC: Languages descended from an * Akkadian, * Babylonian, *Old Canaanite,
ancestral language spoken 8,000 to 10,000 years ago Semitic *Moabite, * Phoenician, Hebrew, Modern
in the area of the present-day Sahara Desert Hebrew, Aramaic, Classical Arabic, and
Modern Arabic diaects
URALIC: Languages descended from alanguage
spoken 7,000 to 10,000 years ago in the generdl aréa. | Finno-Ugric Finnish, Estonian, Lapp, and Hungarian or
of the northern Ural Mountains Magyar
ALTAIC: Languages spoken in agenera area between
Tibet and China and extending into Siberia Turkic Turkish, and Azerbaijani
Mongolic Mongol
Hellenic Greek and possibly * Ancient Macedonian
Indo-Iranian Romany (Gypsy), Persian (Farsi)
*Gothic, *Old Norse, Icelandic, Norwegian,
Germanic Swedish, Danish, Dutch, Flemish,
Afrikaans, German, Bavarian, Austrian,
INDO-EUROPEAN: Languages descended from a . - . -
: . Swiss, Yiddish, Frisian, and English
single language spoken more than 5,000 years ago in ) . . .
the steppe regions north of the Black Sea, that split | o o . Lithuanian, Latvian, Polish, Czech, Slovak,
into a number of dialects by about the 3 millennium Russian, Byelorussian, Ukrainian, *Old
B.C. Church Slavonic, Croatian, Slovenian, Serbo-
Croatian, Macedonian, and Bulgarian
Thraco-Illyrian *Thracian, *Illyrian, and Albanian
Romanic *Latin, *Dacian, Romanian, Dalmatian,
Sardinian, Sicilian, Italian, French, Catalan,
Spanish, and Portuguese
Cdltic . . .
*Gaulish, Irish, Scotch Gaelic, Manx,
Welsh, *Cornish, and Breton

*anguages no longer spoken

R/

of its Language Groups:

+ The Indo-European Language Super Family is represented by languages from five

The Romanic Language Group is represented by Romanian, Vlach, and Istro-
Romanian, or Damatian.

The Balto-Slavic Language Group is represented by Ukrainian, Sovenian,
Serbo-Croatian, Macedonian, Bulgarian, and Pomak.

The Thraco-lllyrian Language Group which is represented by Albanian.

The Hellenic Language Group is represented by Demotiki and Katharevousa
Greek, and ...

The Indo-lranian or
Romany/Gypsy.

Indo-Aryan Language Group is represented by

+« The Uralic Language Family is represented by:

Hungarian, which is related to such languages as Finnish and Estonian.



BALKANS3 69

+ The Altaic Language Family is represented by:
Turkish.

Moreover, there are substantid minorities on the Balkan Peninsula who speak
German, Austrian, Czech, Sovak, Russian, Bydorussan, and Italian. One other language
listed in Table 12 deserves mention, and that is Old Church Savonic in the Bato-Savic
family of Indo-European languages. During the middle of the §" century, two Greek
brothers, Cyril and Methodius, invented an aphabet based somewhat on the Greek
aphabet and began trandating various religious texts into Savic. The literary language
they developed - Old Church Slavonic - was a blend of the South Slavic Macedonian-
Bulgarian diadect and the West Slavic Bohemia-Moravian diaect of Czechodovakia Old
Church Slavonic was the literary language of al Savs for two centuries, and in many
areas, continued as the literary language until the 18" and 19™ centuries. (Waxman,
1992).

Serbo-Croatian

If there is a generic language of the South Savs, it would be Serbo-Croatian. Today,
however, this language is called Bosnian, Croatian, or Serbian depending on the political
and ethnic affiliations of the spesker. Bosnian is spoken by Bosnian Mudims (aka
Bosniacs or Mudim Savs). Croatian is spoken by Croats. And Serbian is spoken by
Serbs. Both Cyrillic and Latin a phabets can be used with Serbo-Croatian, but Croatian is
usualy written in the Latin alphabet and Serbian in the Cyrillic. Digtinctions exist among
Bosnian, Croatian, and Serbian languages in grammar, vocabulary and pronunciation.
Croatian shows German, Hungarian and Italian influences, whereas Serbian speech
shows Turkish and Russian influences. There are three major diaects of Serbo-Croatian:
Stokavian, Cakavian, and Kaukavian, plus severa regionad diadects (Ikavica, Jekavica,
Cakavica), and mixtures of Croatian and Italian on the Adriatic Coast (Tdijanstina or
Croatian-Itaian creole). In Serbia proper, the Stokavian subdiaect Ikavian, aso related to
Slovene, Macedonian and Bulgarian, is prevaent.

Sovenian

Although the Slovene language is traditionally considered to be South Savic, strong
ties with the West Slavic Czech and Slovak languages have contributed to distinctions
between Slovenian and Serbo-Croatian (Lavrencic, Allcock, & Barker, 1995; Minns,
1911b; Sovenia, 1995; Stoianovich, 1992¢). Like Croatian, Slovenian is dso rich in loan
words from German, Italian and Hungarian. It is one of the most archaic of the Slavic
languages. Altogether, 47 Sovenian diaects have been documented, many of which are
distinct enough to be unintelligible to Slovene speakers of different areas.

Montenegrin

The Serbo-Croatian spoken in Montenegro, a Stokavian subdiaect caled ljekavian, is
closer to Croatian than to Serbian, although the Montenegrins are sometimes known as
“Mountain” Serbs. The closest relatives of the Montenegrin subdialect are Slovenian,
Macedonian, and Bulgarian.

Macedonian

The Macedonian language, written in the Cyrillic script, is a Savic didect closdy
related to Bulgarian and enriched with vocabulary borrowed from several other languages,
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including Serbian. Culturaly and linguistically, Macedonians are at least as closdly digned
with Bulgaria as with Serbia Moreover, at least 20% of Macedonians are ethnic
Albanians who speak Albanian. Three of Macedonid's largest cities, including Tetovo
and Gostivar, are predominantly Albanian, and Albanians form substantial minorities in at
least seven other cities. Other significant minorities include Vlachs, who spesk a
language related to Romanian, and Turks (a legacy of the five hundred year rule by the
Ottoman Empire), who speak Turkish.

Summary of Languages in the former Yugoslavia

Table 13 conveys some of the multi-linguistic and ethno-religious complexity of the former

Yugodavia
TABLE 13. Ethnic, Linguistic, and Religious Diver sity of the Former Yugodavia.

Country Ethnic Group(s) L anguage(s) Religion(s)
Bosnia- Muslim Slavs (43%) Bosnian Islam
Herzegovina | Serbs(31%) Serbo-Croatian Eastern Orthodox

Croats (17%) Croatian Roman Catholic
Croatia Croats (78%) Croatian Roman Catholic

Serbs (12%) Serbo-Croatian Eastern Orthodox
Macedonia M acedonians (68%) Macedonian/Bulgarian Eastern Orthodox

Albanians (20%) Albanian Islam

Turks (5%) Turkish Islam

Gypsies (3%) Romany Varied
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Montenegro M ontenegrins (62%) Serbo-Croatian Eastern Orthodox
Muslim Slavs (15%) Serbo-Croatian Islam
Albanians (7%) Albanian Islam
Serbs (9%) Serbo-Croatian Eastern Orthodox
Serbia Serbs (63%) Serbo-Croatian Eastern Orthodox
Albanians (17%) Albanian (Kosovo) Islam
M ontenegrins (5%) Serbo-Croatian Eastern Orthodox
Hungarians (3%) Hungarian (Vojvodina) Roman Catholic
Slovenia Slovenes (88%) Slovenian Roman Catholic
Croats (3%) Croatian Roman Catholic
Serbs (2%) Serbo-Croatian Eastern Orthodox

Serbo-Croatian (with its three didects Stokavian, Cakavian, and Kaukavian, plus
severd regiona diadects (Ikavica, Jekavica, Cakavica), and mixtures of Croatian and
Italian on the Adriatic Coast (Talijanstina or Croatian-ltalian creole), and Serbo-Croatian’s
three modern variations, Bosnian, Croatian, and Serbian, plus Slovenian, Montenegrin and
Macedonian are just the languages spoken in the former Yugodavia. This does not
include languages spoken in other (non-Y ugoslav) Balkan nations, nor the many languages
spoken by minority groups such as the Hungarians and Germans.

In addition to the spoken differences in language in Yugodavia, two different
written scripts and alphabets are used:

Cyrillic, used by Serbs, Montenegrins, and Macedonians (this is the writing system
used in the former Soviet Union); and ...

Latin, used by Croats and Slovenes (as well as by the rest of Europe and the
Americas).

Cyrillic and Latin scripts normally are not used in the same place. The usage depends
for the most part on location and dominant ethnic group. For example, the NATO
operation referred to as IFOR looks like thisin Cyrillic: °sf0O?%.

Languages in non-Yugoslav Balkan States

Ethnic composition in the four Bakan states that were not part of the former
Yugosavia (Albania, Bulgaria, Greece and Romania) is equally diverse. Each country
has its own language and dominant ethnic group. Greece is the most homogenous
ethnically (99% Greek), with a language that has remained largely unchanged for three
millennia, and Romania is the least ethnically homogeneous (78% Romanian), with sizable
enclaves of Hungarians, Germans, Russians, and Ukranians. Bulgaria, though popul ated
predominantly by Slavic-speaking peoples, dso has a significant Turkish minority, a
phenomenon observed only in Macedonia among the former Yugodavian republics.
Albania s population consists of 90% Albanians (with their own language, descended from
ancient lllyrian), plus a substantial Greek minority. As shown in Table 14, Eastern
Orthodox religions are the norm in three of the four non-Yugodav Bakan nations, but
Albania is nonetheless predominantly Isamic, and so too, for that matter, is Kosovo, the
neighboring province in Serbia

Albanian
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Albanian is a Thraco-lllyrian language from the Indo-European super family of
languages, descended from ancient Illyrian. It is spoken in Albania, where it has two
primary diaects, Geg in the north and Tosk in the south. It is also spoken by the vast
magjority of citizensin Kosovo, and by Albanian minorities in Macedonia and Montenegro.
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TABLE 14. Ethnic, Linguistic, and Religious Diver sity of Non-Y ugoslavian Balkan Nations.

Country Ethnic Group(s) L anguage(s) Religion(s)
Albania Albanians (90%) Albanian Islam
Greek (8%) Greek Orthodox
Bulgaria Bulgarians (85%) Bulgarian Orthodox
Turks (9%) Turkish Islam
Greece Greek (99%) Greek Orthodox
Romania Romanians (78%) Romanian Orthodox
Hungarians Hungarian Roman Catholic
Germans German RC or Protestant
Russians Russian Orthodox
Ukranians Ukrainian Orthodox

Bulgarian

Bulgarian is a south Savic tongue, spoken principaly in Bulgaria, but o in Bulgarian
strongholds in southern Serbia.

Greek

Modern Greek language is little changed from the tongue spoken in Periclean Athens
in the 8" Century BC. Outside of Greece on the Balkan Peninsula, Greeks constitute a
substantial minority in only one other country, Albania.
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Romanian

Romanian is a Romanic language, reflecting the lasting influence of Roman
occupation during the 2 and 3% Centuries AD. The Romanic origin of today’s
Romanian is evident in both its grammar and syntax, but its vocabulary reflects influences
from Turkish, Albanian, Hungarian, and German.

Language, both written and spoken, plays a significant role in the way people identify
themselves. It structures their beliefs about themselves and forms links with others who,
because they share a common tongue, are considered “brothers’ or at least compatriots.
In the Balkans, there are many “identities,” represented by at |least eight separate, distinct,
and mgor languages (Serbo-Croatian, Slovenian, Macedonian, Montenegrin, Greek,
Albanian, Bulgarian and Romanian), plus literaly scores of didects, subdiaects, and
regional speech variaions. Add to this diversity two fundamentally incompatible a phabets
(Cyrillic and Latin), numerous minority tongues, plus three mgjor religions, and the reader
can begin to appreciate the multi-ethnic diversity of the Balkan Peninsula. And yet, dl the
factors that determine ethnic fractionation are not yet in place. There are till the factors
of nationdity customs to consider. Since customs are so complex that only the most
cursory coverage can be paid, let usfirst consider nationalities.

National Ethnicity

Confining our attention for the moment to only the area occupied by the former
Y ugodavia, we discover no fewer than ten primary ethnic identities (see Figure 9).

Albanians, congtituting 90% of the population of the Serbian province of Kosovo, and
also congtituting at least 20% (some estimates run as high as 30%, due to recent war-
related influxes from Kosovo) of the population of Macedonia.

Bulgarians, living primarily in southern Serbia aong the Bulgarian border.
Croats, living primarily in Croatia with significant enclavesin Bosnia-Herzegovina

Hungarians, living in the Vojvodina province of Serbia

M acedonians, living amos entirely within Macedonia.
Montenegrins, living amost entirely within Montenegro.

Moslem Slavs (aka Bosniacs), living primarily in BosniaHerzegovina, with enclaves in
Serbia and Montenegro.

Serbs, living primarily in Serbia or Montenegro, with significant enclaves in Croatia and
Bosnia-Herzegovina.

Slovaks, living dmost entirdy within Vojvodina, and

Slovenes, living dmost entirely within Slovenia
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FIGURE 11. Ethnic Diversity in the Former Yugodavia.

Kosovo, moreover, is currently agitating for independence from Serbia, and
Montenegro is threatening to withdraw from its aliance with Serbia. Four other non-
Yugodav states adready exist on the peninsula: Albania, Greece, Bulgaria, and Romania.
Altogether, the Balkan Peninsulais now home to ten autonomous states, with an eleventh
(Kosovo) in the wings. This does not include significant ethnic minorities such as the
Roma/Gypsies, Turks, or Hungarians. Within most of the currently existing Balkan
dtates, it isunlikely that any of these latter groups congtitute a sufficient population base to
effectively militate for a nationd sate of their own. Having said this, it should not be
forgotten that as late as the 1930's Hungarians in Transylvania (about 31% of the
population in the Transylvanian region of Romania) were actively agitating for an
independent state.
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Of these ten ethnic identities, six have dready attained nationd status within the
former Yugodavia (Slovenia, Croatia, Bosnia-Herzegovina, Serbia, Montenegro and The
digtribution of mgjor ethnic groups in the six former republics of Yugodavia is shown in
Table 15. For example, Macedonia s population consists of 65.0% Macedonians, 21.0%
Albanians, 4.8% Turks, and a smattering of other minorities.

Multiethnic Cultural Plurality in Spades

To this point, we have examined race, reigion, language and nationality as ethnic
determinants on the Balkan Peninsula. A complex picture has emerged, with many
possible combinations of ingredients.

Race

In the Balkans, it is safe to say that no pure ethnic or racial groups exist. There are
Slavs and non-Savs, aong with many subdivisions of these two basic groups.  Yet there
has been extensive intermixing of Savs with Greeks, Albanians and Romanians. Savs
overran Greece in the 7" — 9" Centuries, for example, but eventually were absorbed into
the indigenous population. Bulgars intermixed extensively with Magyars, Slavs and Turks
before emerging as the ostensibly Slavic present-day Bulgarians. Romanians represent an
admixture of Dacian, Roman, Hun, Goth, Cdt, Vlach, Mongol, Hungarian, German and
Savic genes. Albanians may be the most genetically distinct group on the peninsula, and
athough some writers attribute minor distinct physical characteristics to them, most would
agree that they do not congtitute a distinct race in the sense of possessing physica
characteristics that readily set them apart. Ethnic antagonisms are not necessarily based
on the Slav versus non-Slav schism, either. One of the most intense antagonisms in the
Bakans, that between Croats and Serbs, exists between two Slavic sub-groups.
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Moreover, perceived differences are often more important than objective differences, and
even in circumstances where few if any physica differences exist, members of
antagonistic groups may insst that they do. Accordingly, Croats, Slovenes, Serbs,
Bosniacs, Montenegrins, Macedonians, Bulgarians, Albanians, Greeks and Romanians dll
consider themselves separate and distinct peoples.

TABLE 15. Minority and Majority Representation in Former Yugodavia, from 1991 Census
Data. (Based on datafrom Bugajski, 1994)

Serbia Croatia Bosnia- Macedonia | Slovenia | Montenegro
Herzegovina

FORMER % % % % % %
YUGOSLAVI
A
Croats 11 78.1 17.3 0.0 2.8 1.0
Macedonians 0.5 0.1 0.0 65.0 0.2 0.1
Montenegrins 5.0 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.2 61.5
Muslims 3.2 0.9 43.6 0.0 1.4 14.5
Serbs 62.6 12.2 31.4 2.2 2.4 9.2
Slovenes 0.8 0.5 0.0 0.0 87.8 0.1
Y ugoslavs 0.0 2.2 5.5 0.0 0.6 4.2
OTHER
Albanians 16.7 0.3 0.0 21.0 0.2 6.6
Bulgarians 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Czechs 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Germans 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Hungarians 3.3 0.5 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.0
Italians 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.0
Roma 13 0.1 0.0 2.7 0.1 0.0
(Gypsies)
Romanians 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0
Ruthenians 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0
Slovaks 0.6 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0
Turks 0.1 0.0 0.0 4.8 0.1 0.0
Ukranians 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0
Vlachs 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.1 0.0
Smaller 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0
Minorities
Regional 0.0 1.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0
Affiliation
No Affiliation 0.0 15 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0
Unspecified 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.5 0.0
Unknown 0.0 1.3 0.0 0.0 2.7 0.0
Others 4.5 0.0 22 4.3 0.2 2.2
Total 37.3 21.9 100.0 35.4 12.2 38.0
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Serbia Croatia Bosnia- Macedonia | Slovenia | Montenegro
Herzegovina
Minorities
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Religion

Due mainly to the divison of the Roman Empire into eastern and western realms in
395 AD, two forms of Christianity developed in the Balkans, one reflecting Byzantine
customs and traditions (in the east) and the other reflecting customs and traditions of the
Roman Catholic Church in Rome. Moreover, mid way through the second millennium, the
Bakans would reel under an even more powerful religious cleavage, that produced by the
introduction of 1sam by the invading Ottoman Turks in the 14" and 15 Centuries. Not
only would the Ottoman Empire subjugete virtudly the entire peninsula, they would also
induce a substantial proportion of the Balkan population to convert to Idam. Those who
resisted Islam and its associated Ottoman enticements, Orthodox Christians and Roman
Catholics dike, would forever more despise the Idam converts and consider them traitors.

Language

Counting nationdist minorities such as the Hungarians, more than a dozen major
tongues are spoken today in Balkan countries. Bear in mind this is in a geographic region
no larger than the state of Texas. Moreover, Balkan language fragmentation has been
compounded by development of different alphabets, Latin in the west and Cyrillic in the
east.
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Balkan Nationality in the First Millennium

Balkan peoples may lack in some respects, such asin material standards of living (see
Figure 5), but with so many different ethnic identities, they seem rarely to have been
deficient in separatist nationalistic aspirations. Currently, ten autonomous states co-exist
on the peninsula, and an eleventh (Kosovo) may well appear in the near future. With the
emergence of so many nations recently, it is tempting to conclude that nationalism and the
creation of nation-states is a modern phenomenon. In many respects, it is a modern
tendency, encouraged especially by the Great Powers following World War | and the final
gection of Turkish control. As we will see in the next chapter, however, nationa
consciousness is not entirely modern. Several efforts at building Balkan nation-states can
be traced back to the first millennium.

Kingdom of the Sovenes. Sovenes established their own kingdom as early as the
7" Century under Samo, who reigned from 623 — 658. By 748, however, the Slovene
kingdom had come under Frankish control. After the brief period of Frankish domination,
Slovenia came under German and then Austrian control, and was little influenced at any
time in its history by the Byzantine Empire, which either dominated or greatly influenced
the rest of the Balkan Peninsula from its inception in AD 395 to its demise at the hands of
the Ottoman Turks in AD 1453. Significantly, Slovenia was never ruled by the Ottoman
Turks, ether, athough the Turks frequently raided Slovenia.

Kingdom of the Croats. The Croats were more affected by the Byzantine Empire
than were the Slovenes, suffering temporary subjugation in AD 877. After numerous
insurrections, however, Croats regained their independence in AD 910. They founded a
national kingdom that was ruled by a series of independent national rulers over a period of
nearly two centuries. Although this origina Croat Bakan kingdom ended dmost a
thousand years ago, it is still viewed by many Croats as the golden age of their country.

Kingdom of Bulgaria. The region between the Danube and Balkan Mountains was
first recognized as an autonomous Bulgarian state by the Byzantine Empire in 681,
following a defeat of the Byzantine army by Bulgar forces soon after their immigration
from the area north of the Black Sea. It was during the 9" and 10™ Centuries, however,
that Bulgarian kingdoms, under the rules of Symeon (893-927), Peter (927-969) and
Samud (997-1014) thrived. This period was connected with the literary activity of many
Bulgarian scholars who, using Old Church Savonic language, not only trandated Greek
texts into Savic but aso produced a small number of origina works.

The First Pan-Savic Nation Sate. The first Savic nationa state was founded in
the 9" century in Great Moravia (central Czechoslovakia) in an attempt by the West Slavs
to counteract the influence of the Western Christian Church that was associated with the
German Empire. In 863, Prince Rogtidav of Great Moravia invited St. Cyril and his
brother, St. Methodius, to create a nationa church with a language and writing system of
its own. As a result, through the introduction of the Old Church Slavonic language into
the liturgy in Great Moravia, different groups speaking West Savic didects were
temporarily united (Ivanov, 1995).

Each group represents distinguishable national and linguistic characteristics;
and some groups are related to each other and some not. Nor are the groups
easily defined. Are Montenegrins a separate nationality or are they simply Serbs
who live in the land of the Black Mountains (the native name for the country is
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Crna Gora, meaning Black Mountain)? Are Macedonians a distinct Slavic group
or are they rather southern Serbs, or western Bulgarians, or northern Greeks—or
are they a mixture of ethnicities defined by the territory which they inhabit? Are
Damatians and Slovenians ethnically identical to Croatians, or were some of
them in the past a different nationality until defined by a common religion and a
common ruler? Why are 30 percent of the population in Serbia non-Serbs, while
a third of al Serbs live outside Serbia? History alone does not yield clear
answers to these questions. The predecessors of these modern “nationalities”
were not organized along ethnic lines, but were instead under the feudal claims of
powerful overlords or religious affiliations that united diverse clans and tribes,
and for whom ethnicity and language were of small concern. (Mojzes, 1995, pp.
15-16)

Ethnic Customs and Ways of Thinking

It would take a large book indeed to document the cultural practices of al the
fractionated Balkan ethnic groups. Some writers, however, have taken a different tact
and conjectured about “mindsets” “world views” or “Zeitgeists’ that supposedly
characterize Bakan people as a whole and help explain the presumed underlying
disposition for inter-ethnic conflict and violence. With the high degree of ethnic
fractionalization that has developed on the Bakan Peninsula, one must examine such
hypothetical constructs with a hedlthy dose of skepticism, for it is arguable that any so-
caled “mindset,” or behavioral disposition, can accurately characterize such a disparate
collection of peoples. Nonetheless, samples of such anthropo-sociological theorizing are
herewith presented for the reader’ s evaluation.

Mojzes Myths
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Mojzes (1995) listed several themes that purportedly illustrate the thought processes
of Balkan peoples:

1. The myth of land and blood.
2. The crucifixion and resurrection syndrome.
3. A mythological, rather than chronological, understanding of time, and ...

4. The glorification of war and violence as the best way to keep or reclam one's
freedom.

The Myth of Land and Blood

The first myth portrays the land as the sacred home of ethnic groups. A “pure-
blooded” member of an ethnic group is seen as more patriotic and better than one who
has “mixed blood” in his or her ancestry. The assumption, whether red or imagined, is
one of ethnic continuity with an ancient, powerful state. Foreign rulers are seen as evil,
impeding the cultura progress of people of one’s own blood. Foreigners are considered to
be responsible for al present-day evil and suffering. The perception is that each local
ethnic group has had to defend itself against repeated, if not continuous, attempts to rob it
of its ethnic and rdligious identity (Mojzes, 1995).

As with al myths and/or stereotypes, there is at least a grain of truth in this one. No
one can deny that the Bakans have been assailed by a seemingly never-ending
succession of invaders, spoilers, and exploiters.

The Crucifixion and Resurrection Syndrome

[The Serbg] . . . like to see themselves as great martyrs, as well as great heroes.
In their ballads and in their school textbooks they present themselves as people
who have been unjustly persecuted by their enemies, and who have suffered to
save the world, but without being rewarded for it. In that respect they tend to
identify themselves with Christ, and talk in terms of ‘crucifixion’ and
‘resurrection’. This ability to glory in martyrdom, for instance, enabled the
Dinaric Serbsin the past to convert great national tragedies into a psychological
force that has worked in the direction of a national renaissance. (Toma[Ji[] 1948,
p. 30).

The theme of the second myth focuses upon turning defeats into victories. The belief
isthat if oneis steadfast in spite of suffering, victory will result. 1t is through the so-called
“crucifixion and resurrection syndrome,” that the Battle of Kosovo in 1389 was converted
from a devagtating rout at the hands of the Turks into the “high point” of Serbian history.

The Mythological Rendering of Time

In the Balkans, no matter how distant the past may appear to outsiders, it is
inextricably entwined with the present and extends into the future. Thinking processes
mix past and present so thoroughly that grievances from a time long past often are
perceived as present afflictions (Minogue, 1969; Mojzes, 1995). This occurs to such an
extent that the sense of real time can be destroyed, and people may come to believe that
present actions may not only vindicate—but also can actually eradicate and reverse—a
past defeat. Mojzes likens this to a pattern of thinking that one can “ ... repeatedly take a
make-up test for past falures’ (1995, p. 40). Just as some people may weep
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uncontrollably for alegendary person who lived thousands of years ago and is unrelated to
the mourner, many people in the Bakans alegedly have the same “inability to tell time.”

These thought patterns lead to a persistent need to relive traumas or add new ones,
resulting eventudly in an inability to experience rdief from past traumas and crimes.
There is a continual demand for payment in blood for what has been done since “time
immemorid.” In recent violent outburst, such as in Croatia, Bosnia-Herzegovina and
Kosovo, some observers have argued that many participants were caught up in a frenzy
to avenge both rea and imaginary wounds of the past (Minogue, 1969; Mojzes, 1995).

8 .ll

The Glorification of War and Violence and the Aftermath of Learned Hel plessness

It has been conjectured (Mojzes, 1995) that because Balkan economies have
developed as perpetual war economies, people stand ready to sacrifice all they have to
win a new round of fighting. In the Balkans, no tradition of nonviolent resistance or
pacifism has developed. To the contrary, the great heroes are those who have inflicted
the greatest damage to the enemy. The history of the region has been one of great
political, economic, and socia discontinuity, producing a pervasive sense of insecurity in
the population and breeding resentment and chaos. The lack of economic stability has
made it seem futile to save money or to work hard to obtain it. Much has depended on
luck and fate, undermining efforts to nurture self-reliance. Most people fed they are the
puppets of fate (Mojzes, 1995).

Propensity for Violence

According to Tomasic (1948), a pattern whereby force is revered and violence is
glorified has characterized a significant segment of Yugodavian society through the
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centuries. Dueto alack of safety and an emphasis on physical strength that often has led
to violence, men frequently go heavily armed, never laying aside their weapons—a fact
that tends to increase rather than prevent violent clashes. This tradition “... combined
with the lack of emotional baance often led to bloodthirstiness, brutaity and other
excesses ....” (p. 35).

Propensity for Deceit

Both Toma[Ji[] (1948) and Cviji[] (1930) cite a pervasive belief system, traceable to
early pastoral warrior times, which holds that the entire universe is deceitful, thus
justifying reliance upon unethical means to gain personaly profitable ends. As part of this
“world view,” cunning is regarded as the highest order of astuteness.

Successful duping of others is regarded as a sign of high intelligence and
adroitness; in some regions, this type of behavior is very common and is known
as podvala (undermining) . . . . . when a man seizes the property of others. . . the
people do not say that he has stolen, but that he “likesit for himself” (Voli sebi).
This attitude justifies the seizure of public or private property by anyone who is
shrewd enough and bold enough to take it .... They seem ready to swear falsely
at any time, and to think nothing of it. In Montenegro, in the past, there was no
provision in the state laws for the punishment of perjurers, and the people
explain this omission by saying that it is for God to decide whether he wants to
punish them or not.... The general belief isthat everybody isfalse aslong as he
can get away with it. (Toma[Ji[], 1948, pp. 39-40, citing B. Bogi[li[], 1874, Gradja
u Odgovorima |z Savenskog Juga, p. 592, Zagreb; & V. Ardali[], 1899, Bukovica,
Zbornik za Narodni [Jivot | Obi[Jaje, Vol. 15, p. 256, Zagreb.

Toma[Ji[] (1948) discussed the impact that these “habits of double dealing” have had
upon political and international relations, noting that such practices were employed both by
Chetniks and by Partisans with their enemies in World War 1I. He emphasized that the
history of Balkan society has been marked by numerous instances of “back-stabbing” and
“... the breaking of pledgesin internationa deals’ (p. 40).

In general, Toma[Ji[] (1948) stressed that treachery is permitted as long as it is
successful, especially against one's enemies. Treachery and violence in the context of
the Bakan citizen are aspects of the same mental process, self-aggrandizement is
identified with power, and power is identified with violence. If violence is not expedient at
the moment, “... the socialy recognized way to fight superior strength is to outwit ... by
resorting to craftiness and deceit” (p. 41).

The Oral Tradition

Since time immemoria, ord traditions like storytelling have transmitted the history and
lore of the Balkan people. Even today, ora traditions transmit important historica—and
even mythical—knowledge. The importance of ora tradition in molding the Balkan
peoples view of themselves and their place in the world is difficult to over-emphasize.
As strange as this will sound to western ears, most people of the Balkan Peninsula have
learned of their past not through the formal study of history, but through heroic epic songs
and poetry that glorify the local ethnic hero and vilify the stranger and traitor. In these
epic songs, consstent with Tomasic’'s hypothesized Crucifixion and Resurrection
Syndrome, defeats are transformed into victories.
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For Westerners trying to thread their way through the complicated claims and
counterclaims of various groups in Eastern Europe, one major obstacle is a lack
of information. In some cases, the apprehension felt by one group about its
survival or about the threat posed by another group may be based on an event
or condition that appears to a modern Western observer so historically remote as
not to be worthy of consideration. However, to the extent that the event or
condition has been kept quite alive in the consciousness of a group—in its oral
traditions and textbooks—it is a current psychological reality and cannot easily
be dismissed as merely an arcane academic concern. (Pinson, 1993, pp, Xi-Xii)

Exaggerated Expectations and the Oral Tradition

In the Bakans, expectations of greatness, though ubiquitous, have seldom
materialized. This has caused much grief and disappointment, but objectively measurable
shortcomings are often obscured by an oral tradition of myths, exaggerations, and outright
distortions. This obscurationist tendency has been aided and abetted by the fact that
much of Bakan history is still on the level of mythical storytelling. Every generation
reinvents its collective memory, and history is perceived as primarily supplying the
required jutification for the current nationa and political interests.  Thus, dthough most
people of the Bakans have been perenniadly downtrodden, their dreams of greatness
persst. And in their collective memories, periods of greatness are inflated in importance
and duration. Their ambitions are to experience a “Greater Serbia,” “Greater Croatia,”
or “Greater Albania,” for example. Because the Balkan Peninsula is limited in size,
however, territorid ambitions are mutually incompatible and most often unattainable.
Brief periods of cooperation and unity have nearly always been succeeded by longer
periods of strife and conflict. “Times of troubles’ have been frequent (Mojzes, 1995).

The Balkan peopl€e’s struggle for sheer survival is perennial and the belief that
life is a constant trouble gives them a dismal sense of despair. Since one never
knows how long one will live or how much one will have, the tendency is for
immediate gratification of desires. Hence, amid pain there will be outbreaks of joy
or ostentatious consumption; the next hour, it may all have been in vain.
(Mojzes, 1995, p. 44)

Serbs, in particular, have been attributed a collective character trait similar to the
exaggerated pride or self-confidence exhibited in Greek tragedies:

... adisdainful and ostentatious mockery of fate by exceeding one’s abilities.... an
inability to back down from a disaster .... Most peoples of the Balkans oscillate
between extremes, with little propensity for moderation. It is either freedom or
slavery, either mutiny or loyalty, either war or capitulation, either love or hate,
either hospitality or rejection, either self-denigration or narcissism . ... National
leaders ... have a tendency to resort not to diplomacy, negotiation, or
compromise but, rather, to gamble for al or nothing. (Mojzes, 1995, p. 43)

Immaturity

Even though the peoples of this region recognize obstinacy, spite, and defiance
as both virtues and vices, they generally excuse themselves by saying that they
are Balkan traits and that people around the world will simply have to make an
attempt to understand this mentality if they want to deal with them.... Itisaways
that the rest of the world must understand and adjust to the Yugoslav and/or
Balkan idiosyncrasies. This is recognized as a trait of teenage mentality.
Perhaps, therefore, it would be accurate to say that collectively many peoples of
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the Balkans, despite their age-old history, behave in an immature way, as if their
growth were stunted by deprivation and oppression.... The peoples of the
Balkans have been in colonial dependency for so long a time that now, when
they arein aposition to control their own destiny, they act belatedly like juvenile
delinquents. (Mojzes, 1995, p. 52)

For further anthropological theorizing, the interested reader isreferred to Appendix A,
Bakan Sociad Character and Cultural Personality; Appendix B, Human Adaptation and
the Law of the Land: Roots of the Balkan Cultural Persondity; and Appendix C,
Anthropology: A Way of Looking.

Chapter Conclusions

The myriad possible combinations of Bakan races, religions, languages, nationdlities,
and cultures is practically staggering.  Even if we confine our attention only to the
complex ethnic mosaic that existed in the former Yugodavia, we cannot help but ask:
“How was it ever put together in the first place?” And this smple question is followed by
the grammatically and logically more complex question: “How was it kept together, and
why did it come apart?” which leads to the admittedly loaded and infinitely more
demanding question: “Will each of the parts of the former Yugodavia be able to stand
alone, or will the future witness some reincarnation of what was once Yugodavia?’
Undoubtedly, by this time other questions have occurred to the reader. Hopefully, we will
answer some of these questions as we continue.

The people who live in the space formerly constituting Yugoslavia, and the
conditions under which they live, are exceedingly diverse. In the six republics of
former Yugoslavia there were six nations, several national minorities . . . people
spoke three or four languages depending on whether one considers the language
spoken by Croats and Serbs one language or two, (which is most often a political
question); there were three religions, and two civilizations which collided or
flowed into one another. Furthermore, between the Y ugoslav North and South
there is a gap in development of global proportions. The river Drina has been,
and is, the link—or border—between the Eastern and Western Empires, and,
today, between Western and Eastern Europe. Therefore, the Croat and Serb
peoples, who are perhaps the most kindred in spirit and who speak literally
identical languages, belong in fact not only to two different religions but also, in
some measure, to different civilizations. Composed of such heterogeneous
elements, Yugoslavia was, indeed, a very complicated construct. The guestion
is, could something so complex function at all? (Lovric, 1993, p. 278)

What's more, Lovric’s comments (immediately above) were directed specificdly to
Yugodavia— or rather to the Slavic-dominated six autonomous states that constituted the
former Yugodavia Yet the reader will be well advised to keep in mind that these six
former republics are but a part of the Balkans. As persistent and culturally absorbing as
the Slav migration proved to be, it never completely enveloped the Bakans. In fact, due
to heavily populated Romania with its population of 23,000,000, Slavs are not even a
majority when the Balkans are considered as a whole.

Digtinct from the Savs are ten million Greeks, with their own language and customs,
and four million or more Albanians (including ethnic Kosovar and Macedonian Albanians),
who trace their ancestry back to one of the earliest known inhabitants of the Bakans, the
lllyrians. The Thraco-Illyrian Albanian language is non-Savic and the Albanian rdigion is
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predominantly Mudim, in contrast to the Orthodox Christianity which Serbs practice and
the Roman Catholicism to which Croats and Slovenes gravitate. Bulgarians add even
more complexity to the aready complicated patchwork of Bakan ethnicities. Although
Bulgarians today are considered Slavs, the Bulgars were originaly a Turkic-speaking
Asatic group that migrated across the Danube in the Seventh Century. Later, however,
they were assmilated by the south Slavs and both the Bulgarian people and their language
are now considered Slavic. And finaly, Romanians are Romanized descendants of the
ancient Dacians, and their Romanic language, though ill in the Indo-European super
family, is definitely non-Savic. Roman legions conquered the Dacians and briefly
colonized Romania in the 2 and 3¢ Centuries AD, but fell back to the Danube under a
constant ondaught of barbarians from the north, leaving the Romanian region to be
overrun successively by Goths, Huns, Avars, Bulgars, Magyars, Mongols, Ottoman Turks,
Russians, and even, to some extent, Slavs. Although the Romanian pedigree is complex,
poss E)Iy the most eclectic on the peninsula, present-day Romanians are not considered
Savs’.

> Some scholars believe that some of the ori ginal Dacians retreated to fastnesses in the Carpathian Mountains
in order to escape the barbarian ondaughts, where they engaged in herding and subsistence farming for several
centuries before migrating across the Danube and into Bulgaria, where they emerged many years later as the
Vlachs. Today, Vlachs are aso found in Serbia and Macedonia.
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CHAPTER 4

MIDDLE HISTORY

In AD 395, on the death of Emperor Theodosius I, the Roman Empire was divided
into eastern and western halves. The Western Roman Empire, with its capital in Rome,
provided the politica, administrative, lega, and military mode for both readms, but there
the commonalities abruptly stopped. In Constantinople, capital of the eastern ream, a
very different kind of Roman Empire devel oped.

The Byzantine Empire (AD 395 — AD 1453)

The eastern realm came to be known as the Byzantine Empire, taking its name from
Byzantium, its capital. The history and location of the city of Byzantium says much about
the empire that developed in the Bakans following the divison of the Roman Empire.
Byzantium, which began as a Greek trading village in the 7" Century BC, is strategically
located on the Bosporus, a narrow strait between Asia Minor and the Balkan Peninsula.
The Bosporus separates not only Asia Minor from Europe, but aso the Black Sea from
the Aegean Sea, and thus forms a natural four-way pivot between Asia to the east and
Europe to the west, as well as between interior Europe to the north and the
Mediterranean world to the south. The city had been wrested from Greek control by the
Romans in AD 196, and in AD 330 the Roman Emperor Congtantine | rebuilt it and
renamed it Congtantinople. With the forma division of the Roman Empire in AD 395, it
became capita of the Eastern Roman Empire, more commonly known as the Byzantine
Empire.

Because of its location and history, Byzantium reflected more Middle Eastern cultural
influences than did Rome. Whereas Rome can be thought of as facing west, with strong
ties to northern and western Europe, Byzantium was immersed in eastern European and
Middle Eastern traditions. Whereas the language and culture of Rome was Latin,
Byzantium was thoroughly Greek in both language and culture. Byzantium’'s backyard
was Asia Minor, and its heart and soul was the Balkan Peninsula.  Consequently, one
result of a divided Roman Empire was that the Balkans became a contested region
between Byzantine and Western Roman influences. Once again geography played arole.
Because of their geographic proximity to Italy, Slovenes and Croats - and to a lesser
extent other peoples aong the Adriatic littord - fell under the influence of Italian and other
western European cultures, while Serbs and the rest of the Balkans were dominated by
Byzantine influences.

Less than a hundred years after the division of the empire, the Western Roman
Empire capitulated to the Goths (AD 476). The Byzantine Empire, on the other hand, was
destined to endure for another millennium (Fine, 1983). Moreover, the geographical
position of the Balkan Peninsula, with its mountainous areas and the protection given by
the Danube to the north, was instrumenta to the surviva of the Byzantine Empire. Over
the next millennium, Constantinople was to become a mgor commercial and industrial
center. Jewelry, pottery, weaponry, shipping, and textiles (mainly silk goods) were its
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main industries (Byzantine Empire, 1995; Gianaris, 1982; Tedl & Nicol, 1995). For more
details on this period of Balkan history, see Appendix G, Indigenous Peoples, Invaders,
and Immigrants in the Balkans During the “ Dark Ages.”

Two Forms of Christianity

Although the year AD 476 is often cited as the end of the Western Roman Empire
and commencement of the Dark Ages in Europe, Rome nonetheless continued to be a
powerful cultura influence, with much of its power mediated through the Roman Catholic
Church. The Byzantine Empire, on the other hand, never accepted Catholicism.
Reflecting its Greek origins and receptivity to eastern influences, it developed its own
version of Chrigtianity, known as Eastern Orthodox.

Thus, Latin and Greek civilizations in the Balkans devel oped more or less
independently for severd centuries, and ultimately led to different forms of the Christian
church. By the 6" and 7" centuries, moreover, invasions from the north as well as by sea
impaired east-west communication, enhancing the differences between the western and
eastern parts of the old Roman Empire, and fomenting separate political ambitions (Fine
1983).

The line dividing the two parts of the empire was basically the same as the old
Greek-Latin cultural line and the later Orthodox-Roman Cathalic line. This
boundary ran through the Balkans from Sirmium on south to Skadar. Thus the
Balkans became the border region between Old Rome and New Rome
(Byzantium) and between Latin and Greek. The Bakans aso served as a
borderland between civilization (the empire) and the barbarian world beyond the
Danube . . . . When the Roman Empire was centered in Italy, the Balkans had
been a distant borderland. The establishment of the capital in Constantinople
brought the Balkans much nearer the center of things. More Roman influences
penetrated the peninsula, which, owing to its proximity to the capital, became
more important for the empire to defend and hold. Now there was more Roman
activity here; more officials and troops were present than had been the case
when the imperial center lay in Italy. (Fine, 1983, pp. 15, 18)

Religion of the Byzantine Empire

Over time, the Byzantine Empire grew less and less concerned with the West, and
was transformed into a medieval empire that differed considerably from its Roman
predecessor.  Perhaps the most significant cultural feature of the Byzantine Empire was
the type of Christianity that developed. It was more mystica and adhered more to a
prescribed body of rites for public worship than Roman Christianity. Because of age-old
ethnic hodtilities in the region, it was dso less unified. The clergy in Syria, Egypt, and
other Byzantine provinces generaly conducted religious services in the native languages
and adhered to doctrines that were contrary to the dogma of the Roman Catholic Church
(Byzantine Empire, 1995; Tedl & Nicol, 1995).

A Stirring in the East: ISlam

Even as Chrigtianity was dowly splitting into Eastern and Roman variants, a new faith
— Idlam — was born in Arabia during the 7" century. It was the religious force that unified
the desert subsi stence nomads—the Bedouins—with the sedentary dwellers of the oases.
Within a century, 1am spread throughout most of the present-day Arabic speaking world
and beyond, into central Asia and to the Iberian Peninsula (Spain and Portugal). Before
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long, Mudlims launched an ambitious campaign against the eastern and southern provinces
of the Byzantine Empire. Before the century ended, their armies subjugated much of the
Byzantine Empire, including Palestine, Syria, Egypt, North Africa, and part of Asia Minor.
Their navies seized Cyprus and Rhodes and harassed Byzantine shipping in the Aegean.
In 673 and 717, the Arabs launched direct attacks against the capital of the Byzantine
Empire, Constantinople. An Arabian fleet and army besieged Constantinople until the
Empire, plagued smultaneoudly by attacking barbarians from the north, was at risk of
losing its grip on the Bakans (Byzantine Empire, 1995; Fine, 1983; Gianaris, 1982; Tedl &
Nicol, 1995; Wadlbank, Taylor, Bailkey, & Mancall, 1970). Byzantium successfully
withstood these assault—marking a turning point in the empire’ s long struggle against the
invading Turks. Although the Arabs failed to take Constantinople, they were destined to
return again and again, and eventudly (AD 1453) overran the city.

Internal disputes within the Christian church undoubtedly contributed to the sweeping
successes of Arab invasions that began in the years after the death of the prophet
Muhammad, in AD 632. Protracted religious arguments, including a dispute over the use
of religious images or icons in the 8" and early " centuries, weakened the Byzantine
Empire (Byzantine Empire, 1995; Tedl & Nicol, 1995).

Byzantine Resurgence

An era of relative good fortune for the Byzantine Empire, marked by literary
renaissance and a brief resurgence of military and nava power, occurred under the
Macedonian dynasty (867-1057) founded by the peasant adventurer, Basil, who murdered
his way to the throne. A succession of Macedonian emperors aso reversed many of the
military defeats experienced by their Byzantine predecessors, reclaiming large areas from
the Arabs and Bulgars, who had moved into the Balkans in the 7" Century. Under Basil
Il (976-1025), the empire reached its zenith of power and prosperity, stretching from the
Danube into Syria, with Byzantine influence reaching deep into Russa  (Wallbank,
Taylor, Balkey, & Mancall, 1970, p. 229)

Doctrinal Dissension

By the 11™ century, Rome and Constantinople had separated into two distinct
obediences—Catholic and Orthodox (Barraclough, 1978). Soon, the Eastern Orthodox
church split into factions and became further aienated from Rome. In 1054, a forma
schism between Eastern and Western churches was mutually agreed upon, whereby the
Chrigtian church was split into two branches—Western Chrigtianity in the form of the
Roman Catholic Church and Eastern Christianity in the form of the Eastern Orthodox
Church. The split concerned both doctrine and ritual, as well as disputes over the
infalibility of the Pope. By that time, the Eastern Orthodox Church had been revitalized
by successful missons among Russians, Bulgars, and Slavs. Literacy was spread along
with Chrigtianity in Savic lands through the work of the monks Cyril and Methodius,
inventors of the Savonic aphabet (till caled “Cyrillic’), into which they trandated the
Bible (Barraclough, 1978; Byzantine Empire, 1995).

The formd divison of Chrigtianity in 1054 into Roman Catholic and Eastern Orthodox
branches cemented a Balkan schism that had first appeared in AD 395 with the division
of the Roman Empire. In 1054, Slovenes and Croats formally adopted Western Europe's
Roman Catholicism, while other Savic peoples joined with the Greeks in their alegiance
to Eastern Orthodoxy. Several centuries later, this fundamental schism would be
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complicated enormoudly by introduction of yet another mgor faith, Idam, the reigion of
invading Ottoman Turks.

The division of the Balkans into Roman Catholic and Eastern Orthodox segments was
paraleled and compounded by adoption of different alphabets. Slovenes and Croats, in
common with most peoples of western Europe, chose the Latin aphabet. Other Savic-
speaking Balkan populations, however, adopted the Cyrillic aphabet, developed by two
(Eastern Orthodox) monks, Cyril and Methodius. Savs took great pride in their new
aphabet, and in the Old Church Slavonic language that it enabled. Many religious texts
were trandated into Slavonic. Paradoxicdly, introduction of a supposedly unifying Savic
language aso had the effect of undermining the power of Greek, which heretofore had
been the officia administrative language of the Byzantine Empire as well as the unofficia
but ubiquitous language of Byzantine commerce.

The Crusades (1095 — 1291)

In addition to repelling wave after wave of Idamic Turks from the east, parts of the
Byzantine Empire and the Balkans were also traversed by Christian pilgrims from the
west, intent on rescuing Jerusalem and the Holy Land from the Seljuk Turks and Mudlim
domination. The Crusades had their instigation late in the 11" Century when, besieged by
yet another wave of Mudim invaders, Emperor Alexius | of the Byzantine Empire asked
for outside help. He appealed to Venice, to whom he offered commercia concessions
that later would make it a great maritime power. He also appealed to the Pope in Rome,
who in turn appeded to the feuda rulers of the West. In the end, Alexius | got much
more than he had anticipated. His “dlies’ turned the ensuing Crusades into a series of
plundering expeditions not only against the Turks but aso against the heart of the
Byzantine Empire, including its capital at Constantinople. Spanning three centuries, from
1095 to 1291, the Crusades comprised a mgjor part of medieva history. Portions of the
Bakans were directly impacted between AD 1096 — AD 1204. The Crusades ....

.... attracted every social classin western Europe. Kingsand commoners, barons
and bishops, knights and knaves, all participated in these expeditions to the
easternmost shores of the Mediterranean. The motives of those who took up the
cause of the Cross were mixed: some sought to enrich themselves, others were
seeking adventure, many were moved by faith alone. The crusaders derived their
name from the Latin word for “cross’—crux. A crusader went to the Holy Land
with across of cloth sewn on the breast of his garment: when and if he returned,
he had asimilar cross stitched on its back. (Krueger, 1992, p. 507)

Fall of the Byzantine Empire: AD 1453

The Fourth Crusade resulted in the fal of Constantinople to the Venetians and
Crusaders in 1204 and the establishment of a line of Latin emperors. The empire was
recaptured by Byzantine exilesin 1261, but by that time it was little more than alarge city-
state besieged from all sides. In the 14™ Century, Ottoman Turks replaced the Serbian
Emperor Stefan Dusan as the Byzantine Empire’s premier enemy. Most of the Balkan
Peninsula fell to the Ottomans, but their sege of Constantinople, begun in 1395, was
prolonged by the city’s strategic position and by Turkish factionalism. The Ottoman siege
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of Constantinople finally ended in 1453 when the last emperor, dso named Constantine,
died fighting on the walls (Byzantine Empire, 1995).

It wasn't the Turks aone, however, that killed Byzantium. The Crusaders and
Venetians also played key roles. In 1364, during a crusade sent by Pope Urban V,
crusaders committed so many atrocities against Orthodox Christians in Bulgaria that the
local population came to believe that an aliance with the Turks would be preferable to
rule by the Norman crusaders. Meanwhile, the Venetians had become determined
competitors of Byzantine merchants in the lucrative eastern Mediterranean shipping
business. Ultimately, the VVenetians were better organized in shipping and in foreign trade.
They aso shrewdly settled in a number of ports and other strategic areas around the
Bakan Peninsula. In league with the Crusaders, they captured Constantinople in 1204
and annexed many idands and coastal areas, where they established a feudal system.
(Gianaris, 1982).

Other magjor factors in the fall of the Byzantine Empire included recurrent barbarian
invasions from eastern Europe, territorial incursions by Austria, Germany, and Hungary,
acrimonious divisons within the Orthodox Church, and incipient nationalist movements
within the Bakans, the latter of which often included establishment of autocephalous
national churches, such as the Serbian Orthodox Church. The early Serbian kingdom
began to take form as early as the 9" Century, and reached its peak in the 14" Century
under Stefan Dusan, who reigned from 1331 to 1346 as King of Serbia and from 1346
until his death in 1355 as sdlf-proclaimed Emperor of the Serbs and Greeks. Soon after
ascending to the throne, Dusan married the sister of the Bulgarian emperor, thus ensuring
peace with his most powerful potential opponent. He then commenced an aggressive
campaign of expansion against Hungary, Romania, Croatia, Slovenia, Bosnia-Herzegovina,
Macedonia, Montenegro, Greece, and the Byzantine Empire itself. At the pesk of his
power, Dusan controlled a vast territory that extended from the Sava and Danube Rivers
in the north to the Bay of Corinth in the south, and from the Adriatic and lonian Seas in
the west to the Aegean Seain the east. This extensive Serbian empire constitutes what
modern-day Serbs consider their “Golden Age’ of Serbian culture and political power.
Although Dusan’'s empire disintegrated soon after his death in 1355, so great was his
power during his lifetime that he posed a real and present threat to the Byzantine Empire
itsalf. During his reign, Dusan launched severd campaigns againgt the Byzantine Empire
and for severd years actively plotted with the Venetians for the overthrow of
Constantinople. Until his death in 1355, Dusan's presence was aso a powerful deterrent
againgt Ottoman Turk forays into the Balkans.

The Ottoman Empire (AD 1341 — AD 1913)

As one of the successor states to the Roman Empire, the Byzantine Empire at its
inception (AD 395) clamed the Bakan Peninsula south of the Danube plus al of
Anatolia (Anatoliais another name for Asia Minor, or modern-day Turkey.) Neither the
Balkans nor Anatolia, however, was uncontested. As in Roman times, a succession of
European and Asian barbarian tribes continued to attack the northern tier of Bakan
provinces during the Byzantine Empire’s long tenure (AD 395 — AD 1453), while to the
south and east of Constantinople there arose an even more persistent threat, that posed
first by the Sdjuk and then by the Ottoman Turks, both of whom considered themselves
warriors for the regionaly ascendant faith of Idam. It was amost as if the Byzantine
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rulers, while preoccupied with political, economic, military, and religious matters at home
and in the Balkans, as well as with the Mongol threat from the east, somehow failed
utterly in their efforts to control Turkish horsemen in their own back yard. It was to
become an insuperable mistake.

The Turks. . . of the Ottoman branch . . . . first appeared in the northwest corner
of Asia Minor about the middle of the thirteenth century and were able to
establish the foundations of an empire upon the ruins of the decaying Seljuk
Turk state and the effete Byzantine empire. After about an even hundred years
they crossed into Europe and gained their first foothold on Gallipoli peninsula.
In the course of another century they conquered most of the Balkan lands, taking
Constantinople in 1453. Before this latter event, they had destroyed the
remnants of Slavic power in the peninsula. The battle of Kosovo, fought in 1389
on the plains of Macedonia, really marked the doom of the Serb state which had
reached its greatest development just prior to the coming of the Turks. It is
significant that Constantinople with its almost impregnable defenses was able to
hold out for more than a half century after Kosovo; its capture, therefore, was
really the completion of the Turkish conquest of Balkania. (Gewehr, 1967, pp. 8-
9

The battle of Manzikert in 1071, fought against Seljuk Turks, was a pivota loss for the
Byzantine Empire, resulting as it did in the forfeiture of centra and eastern Anatolia
Despite their territorial gains as a result of Manzikert, Turkish invasions continued and,
except for coastal aress, the rest of Anatolia gradually fel into the hands of the Turks.
By 1270, moreover, even most Byzantine coastal strongholds were abandoned to the
Turks. In 1354, the Ottoman Turks turned their eyes upon Europe. They advanced on
the Strait of Dardanelles in northwestern Anatolia, a narrow body of water that connects
the Sea of Marmara with the Aegean Sea and separates Europe from Asia. Over the
next few years, Ottoman Turks gradualy moved into the Bakan Peninsula initialy
bypassing Constantinople due to its near-impregnable fortifications and the Turks' internal
squabbling. In 1396, Bulgaria came under the hed of the oppressor, and other Balkan
states eventually followed suit. By the late 1300s, notwithstanding Constantinople's
refusal to capitulate, the Ottoman Empire held much of the Balkan Peninsula and virtudly
al of Anatolia (Gianaris, 1982).

What's more, Anatolia and the Bakans were only the beginnings of Ottoman
conquests. At its apogee in the 16™ and 17" Centuries, the Ottoman Empire extended
from Austria to the Arabian Sea, and from the western Mediterranean to the Caspian
Sea. Across a span of more than five hundred years, from the latter part of the thirteenth
century until the end of World War |, the Ottoman Empire held sway in parts of Europe,
Africa, and Asia. In the West, the Ottoman Turks twice laid siege to Vienna, conquering
in the process Hungary, Transylvania, and the Balkan states of Bulgaria, Serbia, Bosnia-
Herzegovina, Montenegro, Macedonia, Albania, and Greece. Across North Africa, the
Empire extended from Egypt to Morocco, including the Nile Valey, Algiers, Tunis, and
Tripali.

Ottoman pirates from North Africa, moreover, carried a naval jihad as far as the
British Ides and Icdland. To the east and south, in addition to Anatolia, the Ottomans also
conquered the Crimea, Georgia, Armenia, Azerbaijan, Mesopotamia (modern Irag),
portions of Persia (modern Iran), Syria, Palestine, and parts of Arabiato the Persian Gulf
(Lewis, 1995).



BALKANS5 94

Resistance Movements

Even aforce as pervasive and powerful as that of the Ottoman Empire encountered
resistance, however. Twiceit laid siege to Vienna, but neither time could it overcome that
great symbol of Western power and culture. And athough the Ottomans overran much
of the Balkans, they never redlly captured Slovenia, nor could they do better than partition
Croatia with the Austro-Hungarian powers. Romania and Montenegro were trouble spots
as well, the former principaly due to its remoteness from Ottoman power centers and the
latter due to its mountainous terrain.  Both regions eventualy acknowledged Ottoman
suzerainty but managed their own interna affairs, while the city of Dubrovnik, on the
Adriatic coast, remained free of direct Ottoman interference through suzerainty
agreements first with Venice and Hungary and later with the Ottoman Empire itsdlf.
Moreover, until his death in 1355, Stefan Dusan of Serbia also posed a thorny impediment
to Ottoman territorial aspirations in the central Balkans. (For more on Stefan Dusan, see
the section in this chapter on the Fall of the Byzantine Empire.)

The Crucifixion and Resurrection Syndrome Revisited

A mere thirty-four years after Stefan Dusan’s unexpected demise, nonetheless,
Ottoman Turks clinched their Serbian campaign with a decisive victory at the Battle of
Kosovo. Over six centuries later, June 28 of 1389 is still regarded (and celebrated) as a
sacred day by most Serbs. On that day, the Ottomans decisively defeated an army
composed of Serbs and other Slavic-spesking loyadlists, and dthough it may seem
anomalous to celebrate a mgor defeat, to this day both the battle and its location, Kosovo
Polje—the Kosovo Plain—hold specia significance for Serbs. It isasymbol of past—and
hopefully—future glory. Kosovo Polke is also a symbol of staunch resistance to outside
forces, even in the face of overwheming odds. Through an oral tradition that is still very
much dive in the Bakans, abetted by Tomasic's (1948) so-cdled “crucifixion and
resurrection syndrome” (see Chapter 3), the Battle of Kosovo in 1389 has been converted
from a devastating rout at the hands of the Turks into the “high point” of Serbian history.

[The Serbg] . . . like to see themselves as great martyrs ... who have been
unjustly persecuted by their enemies, and who have suffered to save the world,
but without being rewarded for it .... This ability to glory in martyrdom ...
enabled ... Serbs in the past to convert great national tragedies into a
psychological force that has worked in the direction of a national renaissance.
(TomaJi[] 1948, p. 30).

Thus can defeat be turned into victory, a theme not far removed from that of the
crucifixion of Christ. The bdief isthat if one is Steadfast in spite of suffering, victory will
result eventually. According to Tomasic (1948), it is through this so-called “crucifixion
and resurrection syndrome” that the Battle of Kosovo in 1389 was converted from a
devadtating rout at the hands of the Turks into the “high point” of Serbian history.
Devadtating rout or historic high point, the indisputable fact is that by 1459 Turks had
overrun Dusan’s former Kingdom of Serbia

Albanian Resistance

Resistance to Ottoman subjugation was intense and protracted in Albania, and
consequently was met with harsh punishment by the Ottoman Turks, resulting in
widespread destruction of the region’s economy, commerce, art, and culture. Although
the Turks rarely attempted to force Idam on conquered populations, they made an
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exception for Albania, where resistance was unusually staunch. Toward the end of the
16™ Century they instituted a concerted program of Islamization that drove a quarter of
the population abroad to Italy, Sicily, Damatia, and other destinations. Of those who
remained, about two-thirds eventually converted to Idam, principaly to avoid persecution
and paralyzing taxes that were imposed on resistant Christians. Nonetheless, resistance
continued, mainly from inaccessible mountain enclaves where Christians clung to their
traditiona bdiefs.  Although Ottoman Turks ostensibly ruled Albania for over four
hundred years, they were never able to effectively exert their control over the entire
country. In the more mountainous and inaccessible regions, resistance often approached
open rebellion, and refusal to pay taxes, serve in the army, or surrender wespons became
more or |ess the norm.

Much of Albanian resistance was modeled on the life and career of George Kastrioti,
an historical figure who has come to be known as Skanderbeg. As a boy Skanderbeg
was taken hostage by Turks, removed to Edirne, Turkey where he was educated,
ingtructed in the Idamic faith, and eventually inducted into military service. During a
military assignment to Serbia in 1443, Skanderbeg defected, renounced Idlam, embraced
Chrigtianity, and joined his Albanian countrymen againgt the Turks. Subsequently, he
organized a league of Albanian princes and became their commander-in-chief, using
guerrilla tactics to defeat the Ottoman armies of Murad Il and his son Mohammed 1.
Between 1444 and 1466 Skanderbeg successfully repulsed 13 Turkish invasions and
briefly became a hero of the West, hailed a one point as an “athlete of Christendom”
(Gianaris, 1982, p. 17). Even dfter the fal of Congtantinople in 1453, Skanderbeg
resolutely resisted Turkish efforts to establish a beachhead on Albanian soil.

Eventually, nonetheless, Skanderbeg died, and none of his followers was able to pick
up the pieces of his remarkable career. In 1468, Albania came under control of the Turks
(Gianaris, 1982, p. 17). Skanderbeg's desth, coupled with the demise of Constantinople,
which for a thousand years had served as both political and economic center of
Byzantium and symbol of Chrigtianity throughout the Balkans, widespread and organized
resistance to the Ottoman Empire effectively ceased. Within a few decades, the whole
Balkan Peninsula was under repressive Ottoman rule. The height of Ottoman supremacy
would be achieved a hundred years after the capitulation of Congtantinople, under the rule
of Suleyman the Magnificent (1520 - 1566). Periodically, outside powers such as Spain,
Venice, Hungary, Poland, Austria, and Russia engaged the Turks in wars, but — at least
until the 19™ Century — with limited success (Gianaris, 1982, p. 18).

Ottoman Rule

The [Balkan] peninsula has suffered incredibly diverse fortunes over the
centuries. At times united under a single rule—the ephemeral empire of
Alexander the Great, the Roman Empire for four centuries, the Byzantine Empire
whose frontiers were threatened by the Slav wave, and then the Ottoman Turks
who seized the great capital of the Basileus Constantinople. After its fall, the
Balkan peninsula experienced political unity. It was a sad unity—that of the
Ottoman yoke for about five centuries . . . . the Turks dominated as masters
without any real opposition, crushing all national consciousness and liberation
movements, covering the entire peninsulawith a stifling veil. (Ristelhueber, 1971,

p. iX)
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Paradoxically, it was during foreign occupations (especialy those of the Romans and
Ottoman Turks) that the Balkans appear to have experienced the least ethnic strife and
the most unity (or perhaps the least disunity). Under Roman rule, for instance, there was
a common lega system, an ultimate arbiter of politica power, thriving commerce, and
(except occasionally aong frontier borders) absolute military power. After AD 212,
moreover, Roman citizenship was available to every freeman who wanted it. There were
vast differences, however, between Roman and Ottoman rule, not the least of which
concerned religion.

Romans arrived in the Bakans without a religion (or at least without a unified
monotheistic religion), but later adopted and promoted Christianity to resident pagans. The
Ottoman Turks, on the other hand, were faced with the much more daunting task of
convincing Bakan populations to subgtitute one monotheistic religion (Idam) for another
(Chrigtianity). The rub was that, depending on ethnic group and locality, Chrigtianity in
many instances had been in place for a millennium, or longer. Its rites and rituals had
taken root; they were ingtitutionalized. And athough adoption of Idam was in most
instances voluntary (Albania excepted), participation in loca governance was possible
only after conversion to Idam. (Collection of taxes and maintenance of order within the
community were responsibilities, for instance, of religious leaders) Converson was
therefore a de facto requirement for citizenship rights, such as they were in a feudal
Society.

Faced with both legal land fiscal incentives, many Bakan peoples of the time
converted to their conquerors' religion, Islam, thereby creating deep resentments among
both Orthodox and Roman Catholic Christians who remained faithful. In Serbia, the
hatred was particularly acute as Turk invaders daughtered Serb nobles and handed over
their land to Mudim immigrants and converts (MSNBC, 1997; Gianaris, 1982). Rates of
conversion to Idam varied greatly by region. It was especialy high in Albania, where
Turks undertook a program of forced Idamization, and in the Bosnia-Herzegovina region,
with its substantial representation of Bogomils, who were considered heretics by both
Orthodox and Roman Catholic Christians and thus had an added incentive to convert to
Idam. By publicly renouncing Chrigtianity, with which they were dready grestly
disaffected, and accepting Idam, the Bogomils were alowed to preserve many of their
customs while dso joining an dite military caste of landlords, with authority over
(Christian) sexfs. For the Bogomils, it was sweet retaliation for having been ostracized
from the Christian church, and instant transformation from pariah to land-owning
aristocrat. It also earned them everlasting enmity from their Serb, Croat, and Slovene
neighbors who resisted the temptations of conversion.

The usual practice of the Ottoman Turks was to distribute conquered lands to their
warriors (who were then called spahis) who were responsible for supervising serfs and
profitably operating their alocated lands. The spahis were aso obligated to provide
mounted troops, in proportion to the amount of land they controlled, in order to ensure the
sultan’s military supremacy. By converting to Idam, it was possible for a former
(destitute) Christian to become a landed spahi (an aristocrat, in effect) as well as a
potentia leader in the Ottoman army. Many converts amassed considerable wealth from
the spoils of war as they frequently rose to high military and administrative positions
(Jayne, 1910). Over time, only the Islam faithful were alowed to own any land other than
gardens and residential properties. Meanwhile, Slavic (i.e., Christian) peasants worked
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the land as virtual daves, paid rent to their Mudim landlords, and then paid taxes to the
Ottoman Empire.

On top of this economic oppression, Christians were subjected to a specia tax called
the devsirme, which amounted to a levy on mae youth, who were taken from Christian
households, ingtructed in Idam, and trained for adminisirative or military positions within
the Ottoman Empire, including possible appointment to the dite Janissary corps of the
sultan’s military forces. For four centuries the vast mgjority of Bakan peoples were
disfranchised, forced to pay rent on their own properties, virtualy endaved by Idam
converts, and subjected to devsirme and other forms of ruthless exploitation. And
perhaps worst of al, they were systematically isolated from the spiritud, intellectua, and
technological forces that soon were to transform western European society.

The Turks established their dominion over ... [the Bakans] ... just as the
Renaissance began to unfold in Europe, so that, cut off from contact and
exchanges with western Europe ... [the Balkans] ... had no chance to participate
in, or benefit from, the humanistic achievements of that era. (Ottoman Empire,
2001)

The Ottoman Legacy

Western historians often view the Renaissance as constituting the transition from
Medieval to Modern times. Medieval times (formerly known as the Dark Ages) are
commonly dated from 476, which marks the fall of the Western Roman Empire, to 1453,
the fal of Congantinople to the Turks. By shielding the Balkans from most outside
influences during the 15™ through the 19™ Centuries, the Ottoman Turks effectively froze
the peninsula in a permanent Middle Ages mentality and prevented the Medieva-to-
Modern transformation from occurring. Ristelheuber (1971) refers to the Ottoman
occupation as a “... prolonged period of oppressive torpor ...."” (p. X) The Croats and
Slovenes, with their longstanding cultural and political ties to the mainstream European
pattern, were much less affected, just as they were much less dominated by the Ottoman
Turks. Croats and Slovenes, more than other Slavs, experienced the philosophical,
political, and economic changes that were taking place in the West, such as Humanism,
the Renaissance, the Reformation, the Enlightenment, and the French and Industrial
revolutions. Following invasions first by Mongols and then by the Ottoman Turks,
however, other Balkan Slavs remained for many centuries without close contact with the
larger European community. During this time, they evolved a system of bureaucratic
autocracy and militarism that tended to retard the development of urban middle classes
and to prolong the conditions of serfdom, and the supremacy of the state over the
individua tended to become more firmly rooted (Sav, 1995).

Ottoman occupation precluded extensive contact with the larger European
community, and this isolation unquestionably restricted economic development in the
Balkans. Turkish domination also exacerbated and complicated ethnic conflicts. Christian
populations were frequently on the move in an effort to avoid Turk-dominated areas. A
pattern devel oped wherein Turks often controlled valleys while Chrigtians retreated to the
mountains, producing crazy quilt distributions of languages, didects, and other ethnic
characteristics even within the same region. Significant artistic, intellectuad, and
technological developments that were sweeping western Europe and the New World
were rarely introduced or disseminated within the Balkans. The Ottoman system was
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inherently inflexible. It was promulgated as the implementation of God' s will on earth, and
thus could not be changed in any way.

Decline of the Ottoman Empire

The Ottoman Empire had dominated the eastern Mediterranean and much of Eastern
Europe since the 15" century, reaching a state of maximum territorial expansion in the
16" Century during the reign of Suleyman the Magnificent. The first chink in the
Ottoman fagade of invincibility, however, occurred at the beginning of the 17" century
when Austria penetrated into Serbia.  Although their forces later retreated, this foray
effectively made Serbia the border territory between the Austrian and the Ottoman
Empires. This epic struggle between Austrian and Ottoman forces lasted two centuries,
during which both empires used the local populations—mainly the herders—for purposes
of guerillawarfare. Late in the 17" Century, in 1683, after its second failure to capture
Vienna, Austrians in the west and Russians on the eastern front began to actively push
back Ottoman frontiers. In 1699, Croatia and Romania reverted to Habsburg control.
Throughout the 18" Century, the Ottoman Turks experienced further defeats. In 1718, to
buttress its southern border, Austria invited Serbs to settle in Habsburg border areas
(principally in Croatia, but also to some extent in Slovenia), and thus introduced pockets of
Orthodox Slavs into territories that had formerly been predominantly Roman Catholic.®

The Balkan Peninsula in the 19" Century

By the beginning of the 19" Century, the Ottoman Empire was in irremediable
decline, a development that presaged a major shift in the Euro-Mediterranean balance of
power. It was no longer a question of whether the Turks could be ousted from the
Bakans, or even of when it would happen, but rather of which European power would be
able to optimize their Balkan influence in the aftermath of the inevitably forthcoming
revolutions. The Bakan Peninsula - positioned at the interface between Russia, Turkey
and Eastern Europe - became the focus of complex internationa maneuvering and
“intrigues.” Every great power in Europe, from Britain to Russia, used every financid,
political, and military means available to enhance their regionad influence. They aso
deployed full diplomatic strength to prevent the emergence of any power vacuum that
could be exploited by their competitors. As the Ottoman decline continued, the western
powers (France, England, and Germany), the Austro-Hungarian Habsburgs, and the
Russians grappled with the so-caled “Eastern Question,” i.e, which of these great
powers would be able to step in and fill the vacuum created by the waning Ottoman
Empire?

.. .the so-called Eastern Question, which runs like ared thread through European
diplomatic history, was essentially the question of how the European powers
should divide amongst themselves the Balkan territories of the declining sultan.
But the several powers that had designs on the Balkan lands neutralized each

® Almost 300 years later, following Croatia’s independence announcement in 1991, these
concentrated pockets of Serbian irredenta would provide a rationale for Serbian intervention and
almost four years of bloody conflict.
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other in the long run. In the Indian Ocean, the British navy was unchallenged
and so the whole of the Indian peninsula fell under British rule. But the Balkan
Peninsula was vulnerable not only to British warships but also to French
warships and to Austrian and Russian land forces. Consequently the Balkan
Peninsula was never taken over by any one of the European powers....
(Stavrianos, 1963, p. 199)

Consequently, the central Balkan theme as the 19™ Century unfolded was the creation
of nation-states on what had formerly been Ottoman territory. Although indigenous ethnic
groups were eager to throw off the oppressive yoke of Ottoman domination, in most
instances serious independence movements were out of the question without outside
intervention, or at least collusion between Balkan groups and outside powers.

After this prolonged period of oppressive torpor [under the Ottoman Empire], the
conguered peoples began to awaken at the beginning of the 19th century. They
stirred, acquired a new consciousness, and gradually revived, claiming their
places in the sun with the aid of the great European powers .... (Ristelheuber,
1971, p. X)

The Greek War of Independence (1921 — 1829)

Greece was the first Bakan region to successfully revolt against the Ottomans, and
their struggle for independence was a long and bloody affair (1821 — 1829). Greek
insurrectionists needed little if any outside ingpiration to initiate their revolution, but as their
initially favorable positions deteriorated over the protracted course of the struggle, they
increasingly looked to the Great Powers for deliverance. The Great Powers, in turn, were
initially as much concerned with each other’s objectives as they were

with aiding the Greek revolutionaries. Gradudly, however, a growing | After abloody struggle,

concern with protecting their Mediterranean commercial interests | Greecegained

disposed them toward a more interventionist stance.  Britain, Russia, | independence from the
and France commenced a mediation policy in 1927 that eventually | OttomanEmpirein1829.

resulted in direct military intervention and the destruction of the

Ottoman fleet at the Battle of Navarino in October 1827. And thus a

precedent was established of outside intervention serving to expedite a Bakan
independence movement. In this instance, as in subsequent instances, multiple European
powers were involved and the multiple powers were balanced off against one another,
preventing any one country from gaining ascendancy on the peninsula.

Russian Influence During the Period of Ottoman Decline

No European power was more intensely interested in Balkan affairs during the period
of Ottoman decline than Russia. Not only did it support Greek secessionist efforts early in
the 19" Century, it also had experienced recurrent conflicts with the Ottoman Empire
during the 18" Century. As aresult of the Treaty of Kucuk Kaynariain 1774, Russia had
gained a foothold on the Bakan Peninsula by winning the Ottoman’s recognition as
protector of Orthodox Christians in Romania. Indeed, Russian |eaders professed to be the
logical protectors of subjects in the Balkan countries not only because of a common
religion (Eastern Orthodox), but also because Balkan peoples, like the Russians, were
primarily Slavs. Perhaps more to the point, Russia aso had territoriad designs on the
straits connecting the Black Sea with the Mediterranean. Possession of these dtraits
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would give Russia uncontested access to the Mediterranean, a potentia outcome that
several western European powers, especially the British, wanted to avoid because they
feared the Russians would jeopardize established trade routes by attacking their merchant
ships in the Mediterranean. Consequently, the British were disposed to support the
Ottomans on many issues for no reason other than to keep the Russians in check.
Severa other European powers — among them France, Austria, Prussia, and Italy — had
imperid ambitionsin either the Balkans or the Mediterranean, and hence were also keenly
interested in any Balkan partition that might occur (Barraclough, 1978).

The Crimean War (1853-1856)

An International Straits Convention in 1841 closed the Bosporus Straits (connecting
the Mediterranean with the Black Sea) to Russian warships. This was a daunting setback
to Russian expansionist ambitions, but a decade later Russia countered by invading the
Ottoman Empire's Danubian provinces, Moldova and Romania. They captured large
tracts of land, thereby gaining a territoria toehold in the Balkans. By 1853, they had also
gained control of the Black Sea by sinking the sultan’s fleet. Alarmed by Russias
territorial expansions, Britain and France declared war againgt Russia in 1854 and
subsequently invaded the Crimea—a Russian peninsula that extended into the Black Sea
southwest of the Sea of Azov. The Crimean War (1853 - 1856) centered on Britain's
contention that Russia was trying to control the Dardanelles, and thus threaten England’s
Mediterranean sea routes. With the support of France, Austria, and Sardinia, Great
Britain supported the Ottoman Empire and in doing so effectively opposed Russian
expansion (Gianaris, 1982). In retrospect, it is instructive to note that Austria, which for
two hundred years had been under direct siege by the Ottoman Empire, actualy sided
with the Ottomans on this issue because by this time in history they saw Russia as a
greater threat.

Defeat in the Crimean War again served to temporarily restrain Russian expansionist
ambitions in the Balkan region. Under the Treaty of Paris, reached in 1856, Russia was
no longer alowed to have battleships in the Black Sea or in the Straits or to maintain
bases on its shores, leaving her with a sorely exposed southern border. Nonetheless,
unable to overcome combined British and French influence, Russia accepted the terms of
the Peace of Paris in 1856, relinquishing Moldavia, Walachia, and Bessarabia, thereby
temporarily strengthening and extending Ottoman hold on the Bakan Peninsula
(Barraclough, 1978; Gianaris, 1982).

The Russo-Turkish War of 1877-1878

In the 1870's, Russia seized on yet another opportunity to augment its Bakan
presence. Following Slavic uprisings againgt Turkish overlords in Serbia, Montenegro,
Bosnia and Herzegovina, Russia invaded Bulgaria in

Asaresult of Russian 1877. Russian successes in Bulgaria forced the
intervention in 1877-1878, the Ottomans to concede regional dominance in the
Balkan states of Bulgaria, Treaty of San Stefano, signed in March, 1878, an

gﬂe?ggznvﬁ:gﬁ;n;'m;nd agreement that fundamentally atered the balance of

Ottoman control and brought power in the Balkans. It created an autonomous and
into the sphere of Russian greatly augmented Bulgaria (which had been under
influence. Turkish rule since the fourteenth century), stretching
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from Serbia to the Black Sea, with extensive territory in Thrace, abutting the Aegean Sea.
Moreover, it created independent states of Serbia, Romania, and Montenegro.

These Balkan States, which had been under direct Turkish control, now came under
the Russian sphere of influence. The sudden expansion of Russian influence in the
Bakans, however, alarmed other European powers (especialy AustriaHungary) who
feared that Russia would become the dominant force in the Balkans. Because the Balkan
Peninsula is drategicdly vita to the security of al of Europe, the remaining “Great
Powers’ were soon planning to rescind the Treaty of San Stefano and thereby undermine
growing Russian influence. Spearheaded by German Chancellor Otto von Bismarck and
British Prime Minister Benjamin Disragli, the Treaty of San Stefano was supplanted later
in 1878 by the Treaty of Berlin, signed at the Congress of Berlin on 13 July. It was an
agreement between the Ottoman Empire on one side and the Russians, Austro-Hungary,
France, Itdy, Germany, and Great Britain on the other. It largely succeeded in
dismembering the Ottoman Empire’ s European holdings. It aso stripped the Russians of
much of their newfound Balkan power and influence, but fearing another Crimean War,
they had little choice but to acquiesce. Under terms of the Congress of Berlin, complete
independence of Montenegro, Romania and Serbia was recognized, and the territory that
San Stefano had alocated to the new Principality of Bulgaria was dramatically reduced
(Barraclough, 1978).
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Had the Treaty of San Stefano been alowed to stand the newly independent states of
Bulgaria, Montenegro, Romania, and Serbia would have most likely fallen under Russian
control, shifting the entire European balance of power. Other European nations, however,
feared that with these initial Balkan states as a foothold, Russia would gradualy expand to
occupy the entire peninsula. Consequently, as aresult of actions taken at the Congress of
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Berlin, Russian influence in the region was dramatically reduced, no single power was
alowed to dominate the Bakans, and the peninsula remained fragmented. Although
Bulgaria, Montenegro, Romania, and Serbia had in common their newly-found
independence, these states were not ethnically homogenous, and in no way could they be
thought of an emergent, unified “Balkania” To add to the existing fractionation created
by the Congress of Berlin, moreover, Turkey continued to control Albania and Macedonia;
Bosnia and Herzegovina were placed under Austrian control, where Croatia and Slovenia
already resided; the Sanjak of Novi Pazar, in southwestern Serbia also was placed under
Austrian control; Crete, Thessaly and parts of Macedonia went to Greece; Bulgaria was
divided into thirds with only the territory north of the Balkan Mountains retaining the
autonomy granted under San Stefano; Russia annexed Bessarabia; and Britain controlled

Cyprus.
Table 16. Control of Balkan Territoriesin 1878.

Territory Controlled By:
Albania Ottoman Turks
Bessarabia Russia

Bosnia-Herzegovina | Austria

Bulgaria Independent
Crete Greece

Croatia Austria

Cyprus Great Britain
Greece Independent
Macedonia Partitioned among

Bulgarians, Greeks,
Serbians, and Turks

Montenegro Independent
Novi Pazar Austria
Romania Independent
Serbia Independent
Slovenia Austria
Thessaly Greece

Macedonia continued to be a bone of contention, disputed as it was by Bulgaria,
Greece, Serbig, and the Turks. Disagreements became so acute that in 1885 Serbia and
Bulgaria briefly went to war over its partition. The Internd Macedonian Revolutionary
Organization (IMRO) was founded in 1893 at a time when Bulgarian, Greek, and Serbian
irregulars were roaming all over Macedonia. IMRO’s ostensible goa was to oust the
Turks, but beyond that the competing parties could agree on little, some favoring
autonomy for Macedonia while others, such as the Bulgarians, harbored annexation
motives. In 1903, the IMRO ordered an uprising, the llinden Uprising, in which 25,000
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Macedonian Slavs fought skirmishes against numerically superior Turkish forces.
Through the Illinden Uprising, Macedonia's plight came to the attention of the outside
world (Pamer & King, 1971) and the Balkans were recognized as a powder keg with the
distinct potential, due to the intense involvement of every maor competing European
power, of igniting a larger conflagration. Curiously, at the beginning of the 20™ Century,
as a the beginning of the 21 Century a hundred years later, Macedonia lay at the heart
of the Balkan controversy. In the 20" Century, dong with Albania, it served as the
raison d’etre for both the first and second Balkan Wars. At the beginning of the 21%
Century, both Macedonia and Albania, aong with the Serbian province of Kosovo, are
again at the center of Balkan conflicts.

In the days of the Ottoman administration the Balkan herdsmen had much
opportunity to engage in brigandage and to wage guerillawarfare . . . as ameans
of gaining riches and local fame and of revenging themselves against the
arbitrariness of the local Turkish autocrats. They were encouraged in these
activities and often were hired as mercenaries by the neighboring powers, such
as Venice, Austria, and Russia, who were interested in undermining the Turkish
rule in the Balkans. When the Ottoman Empire finally began to disintegrate and
the Turkish army gradually withdrew from the Balkans, these native guerrillas
and avengers placed themselves at the head of uprisings and political
movements for national liberation. Thus, former outlaws and mercenaries became
military leaders and statesmen. This is how Greece, Serbia, Montenegro,
Rumania, Bulgaria, and Albania, in the course of the nineteenth and in the
beginning of the twentieth centuries, re-established their national independence
with the help of Russia and of Western powers, which were struggling for
spheres of influence. (Tomasic, 1946, p. 133)

For an organized time-line of Bakan history, the interested reader is referred to
Appendix F, Chronology of Historic Events in Europe and the Balkans.
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CHAPTER 5

WARS, WARS, AND MORE WARS:

THE FIRST BALKAN WAR (1912 — 1913)
THE SECOND BALKAN WAR (1913)
WORLD WAR | (1914 — 1918)
WORLD WAR 1 (1941 — 1945)

By the beginning of the 20" Century, five of today’s ten Balkan states (Bulgaria,
Greece, Montenegro, Romania, and Serbia) had achieved independence. Three other
states (Bosnia-Herzegovina, Croatia, and Sloveniad) were under Austo-Hungarian rule.
Turkish domination had been reduced to Albania and parts of Bulgaria and Macedonia.
To the long-oppressed peoples of the Balkans, however, any continuing Turkish presence
was unacceptable. Two regional wars, which came to be known as the first and second
Bakan Wars, were waged in order to repulse residual Turkish forces from Balkan
territory.

The First Balkan War (1912 — 1913)

Following the Turkish Revolution of 1908-1909 and the Turko-Italian War of 1911-
1912, the Balkan states sensed unprecedented weakness on the part of their former
oppressor, the Turks, and saw an opportunity to finaly oust them from the Bakans. In
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March 1912, Serbia and Bulgaria stopped feuding long enough to secretly agree on a
divison of Albania and Macedonia, once those territories were wrested from Turkish
control. The secret agreement was that Serbia would receive Albania and Bulgaria would
occupy Macedonia. Greece subsequently joined the Balkan league against the Turks,
when it concluded a military convention with Bulgaria in May 1912. On August 14
Bulgaria demanded that the Turks grant Macedonia autonomy. Eight days later
Montenegro declared war on the Ottoman Empire, followed within the week by the other
Bakan states, including Greece. Turkey responded with its own declaration, and the First
Balkan War was off to the races.

The Balkan Alliance won a series of decisive victories over the Turks during the next
two months, forcing them to relinquish Albania, and Macedonia, and practicaly al their
other holdings in southeast Europe. Serbia captured Skopje in Macedonia, the Greeks
took Salonika (considered the southern reach of “geographical Macedonia’), and Albania
declared its independence from the Ottoman Empire. Failing to reach a truce, the war
continued into 1913 with Turkey suffering heavy losses (Tsamaidis, 1997; Knowledge,
1997). By the war’'s conclusion in May, 1913, the Ottoman Empire had lost nearly dl its
territory in Europe to the ever-increasing demand for national, ethnic, and religious
independence (Gravity’s Rainbow, 1997, Barraclough 1978). Albania had gained its
independence. Serbia had gained large areas in Macedonia, and Bulgaria was in
possession of Adrianople (now Edirne, Turkey) as well as lands in western Turkey and
southern Macedonia, stretching to the Aegean Sea. Greece had taken Crete and other
islands as well as part of Macedonia. And the Montenegrins had conquered Scutari (now
Shkoder, Albania)

The Turks had been soundly trounced, but even so there was little happiness among
the victors. Old rivaries soon re-emerged, exacerbated by new arguments over the spoils
of war (Barraclough 1978). Bulgarians, Serbs and Greeks squabbled over Macedonian
territories. Montenegrins were dissatisfied because the treaty concluding the war forced
them to cede occupied territory back to Albania. In addition, the pact that Bulgaria and
Serbia had entered into in 1912 stipulated that Serbia was to receive Albania, giving Serbia
access to the Adriatic Sea. Albania s independence at the end of the First Balkan War
deprived landlocked Serbia of her coveted access to the Mediterranean. On the other
hand, Bulgaria received the territory agreed upon by the secret pact, giving her not only
possession of much of Macedonia but also access to both the Black Sea and the Aegean.
Accordingly, Serbs were outraged, not only because of losing Albania and thereby their
coveted outlet to the Adriatic, but also by Bulgarid s refusal to recognize Serbia's claim to
certain Bulgarian-held portions of Macedonia. Serbia wanted to ask Russia to mediate
the division of disputed parts of Macedonia, but Bulgaria, lacking confidence in the Czar,
refused. The Bulgarians were buoyed by support from AustriazHungary, who also were
wary of Serbia's risng power. To counter the Bulgarian menace, and the Bulgarians
potentia colluson with the Austro-Hungarians to the north, the Serbs signed a treaty of
aliance on June 1, 1913, with Greece. Thus, Balkan nations, rather than exultantly uniting
after their overwhelming defeat of the Turks, were yet again squabbling among
themselves, dangeroudy polarized, and ready for more hogtilities.
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The Second Balkan War (1913)

The Second Bakan War was to be shorter but even bloodier than the first. The
Second Balkan War began with a Bulgarian attack on the night of June 29-30, 1913. On
that date, a Bulgarian genera, acting without orders from his government, launched an
attack on Serbian defensive positions. The Bulgarian government disavowed this attack;
but on July 8, Serbia and Greece declared war. Within the next two weeks, Montenegro,
Romania, and the Ottoman Empire entered the war against Bulgaria. Unable to withstand
the combined forces of this coalition, on July 30, Bulgaria, asked for and received an
armistice.

In the Treaty of Bucharest, signed on August 10, 1913, Bulgaria paid dearly for its
truculence. It lost much of the territory it had taken from the Ottoman Turks in the First
Bakan War, managing to keep only western Thrace and a small corner of Macedonia.
The agreement, among other things, consigned nearly 3,000 square miles to Romania, and
awarded most of Macedonia to Serbia and Greece. By later agreements, Bulgaria also
yielded a large territory to the Turks, including Adrianople and most of eastern Thrace.

Aftermath of the Balkan Wars

The Second Balkan War peace settlement saddled Europe with a whole new agenda
of problems and a genera uneasiness concerning the Balkans. Serbia s enhanced power
following the wars was of special concern. Serbid's increased prestige encouraged the
Savs of AustriasHungary to renew their efforts for independence. By creating a strong
and ambitious Serbia, the peace settlements engendered fear and anti-Serbian sentiment in
neighboring AustriaHungary. The Habsburg Empire had no intention of losing any part
of its Bakan holdings (BosniaHerzegovina, Croatia, and Sovenia) to Serbia or any pan-
Savic federation. AustriaHungary made numerous attempts to quell the Serbs, but
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without lasting success. The tension between Austro-Hungarians to the north and Slavs
to the south helped kindle the volatile conditions that led to the outbreak of World War 1,
and thereby profoundly influenced the subsequent course of European history. Moreover,
the dismantling of the Ottoman Empire and severe weakening of Bulgaria created equally
dangerous tensions in southeastern Europe. These latter developments were seen by
some as an irresistible enticement for further Russian expansion. One observer has noted
that at the close of the Balkan Wars in 1913, the Ottoman Empire had been replaced in
Europe by “... a complex of dissatisfied and mutualy antagonistic Bakan dates ....”
(Barraclough, 1978, p. 251). By 1914, the Ottoman Turks had been dispossessed of
virtualy all their European possessions and the European powers had divided into two
rival camps, aligning themsalves into a dangeroudly polarized system. On the one side
was Germany, AustriasHungary, and Italy (the “Triple Alliance’). On the other side was
Great Britain, France, and Russia (the “Triple Entente”). Russia gave wholehearted
support to its sole Balkan ally, Serbia  The Austro-Hungarian Empire, supported and
encouraged by Bulgaria, wanted to remove or at least reduce Russian presence in the
Bakans. It was only a matter of time before an incident occurred, giving Austria-
Hungary the pretext it desired to lay blame a Serbia's, and by extension, Russia’s fest.
That event occurred when the Austrian heir-presumptive, Archduke Franz Ferdinand,
visted Sargievo, in Bosnia-Herzegovina, on June 28, 1914. While in Sargevo, he was
assassinated by a Serbian terrorist. It was the spark that triggered World War 1.

World War | (1914 — 1918)

In the years between the end of the Russo-Turkish War (1977-1878) and the
beginning of World War |, as it became obvious that it was only a matter of time until the
oppressive Ottoman yoke would be thrown off, nationalism became the objective of every
minority group in the Balkans, and Serbia dowly but surely became the mode for
dissatisfied Slavs everywhere, including those in Austrian-held Bosnia-Herzegovina,
Croatia, and Slovenia. Croats, Slovenes, and Bosnians al aspired to establish independent
states modeled on Serbia.  AustriazHungary, meanwhile, fully intended to maintain its
control over these states while in the newly invigorated independent Serbia, aspirations of
a greater Savic state were finding expression.  Serbian territorial ambitions, already
having found partia redlization in the Bakan Wars of 1912 and 1913, convinced Austria-
Hungary that Serbia was an imminent threat. This three-way tug of war, with “greater”
Serbian ambitions on one side, the Austro-Hungarian Empire on the other, and Croatian,
Slovenian, and Bosnian nationdistic ambitions caught in the middle, catapulted the world
into war.
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Austria had gained control over BosniaHerzegovina in 1978 as a result of the
Congress of Berlin. In 1908, Austria went a step further and formally annexed Bosnia
Herzegovina, an action that had inflamed Bosnian Serbs, not to mention Serbs in the
Serbian homeland itself. When Archduke Franz Ferdinand, the Austrian heir presumptive,
vigted Bosnia on 28 June 1914, many Serbs, including Gavrilo Princip, interpreted the
timing of his vist as a ddiberate insult to al Serbs (Hdl, 1994). Since 1389, the day of
June 28 had been held as sacred among Serbs, commemorating as it does the Battle of
Kosovo, a Serbian symbol of past—and hopefully—future glory. Seething with
resentment at the intrusive presence of an Austrian “enemy” on Balkan soil on a Serbian
holy day, Princip shot and killed both the Archduke and the Archduke' s wife (Hall, 1994).

... June 28 was Vidovdan, or St Vitus Day, which happened to be the Serbs’
most important nation day. The Battle of Kosovo had taken place on Vidovdan
in 1389, and ever since then the Serbs had marked it with a mixture of deep
mourning and fanatical pride. For them, Vidovdan represented blows struck—
whether successfully or suicidaly, it hardly mattered—against tyranny. It
represented all that was recklessly glorious about the Serbs. Franz Ferdinand's
visit to captive Sargjevo on Vidovdan would seem like a deliberate challenge—
“Shoot meif you can.” (Hal, 1994, p. 146)

After receiving assurances of support from Germany, an enraged Austria declared
war on Serbia. Russia protested that Austria should not be allowed to destroy Serbia and
began mobilizing for war. Other declarations of war followed, and soon al maor
European powers were involved, including France and Great Britain. Germany, intent on
establishing itself as the preeminent military force on the European continent, invaded
Belgium and France and approached the English Channdl. Turkey, sensing an opportunity
to regain lost Balkan territories, joined forces with the Central Powers. On the Eastern
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Front, German forces attacked Russia, thereby preventing Russia from intervening on
Serbia's behalf. Austria, meanwhile, invaded Serbia and Montenegro, forcing Serbian
military forces south and across the mountains into Greece. Bulgaria and Turkey were
the only Balkan countries to side with Germany and AustriaHungary in World War 1.
Italy, which had earlier sded with Germany and Austria, quickly found reasons to renege
on their agreement and disengaged themselves. France became a leading aly of Bakan
countries. Japan entered the war, declaring war on Germany. By 1917, a persistent
German submarine campaign forced the United States to declare war. By this time a
conflict that began as a localized European war had escalated to a world conflagration,
marking the historic transition from an age of European predominance to an age of global
politics.

The Germans were stopped just short of Paris and an Allied counteroffensive was
successful. Russia negotiated a ceasefire. Turkey, Bulgaria, and the Austro-Hungarian
Empire surrendered to the Allies. Revolution erupted in Germany and an armistice was
soon signed. When the smoke finaly cleared, the face of Europe had been changed
forever. A tota of 65 million men and women had served in the armed forces of one or
another of the involved combatants. Ten million casualties had resulted from hostilities,
plus an estimated 20 million wounded. Four empires (German, Austro-Hungarian,
Russian, and Ottoman Turk) had disappeared. In their places had arisen a hodgepodge of
governments ranging from kingdoms to sheikhdoms to condtitutional republics to the
Marxist state of the USSR (The Union of Soviet Socialist Republics).

Aftermath of World Waer I:
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The Kingdom of Serbs, Croats, and Slovenes
(Aka Yugodavia)

With the demise of the old Habsburg, German, Turkish, and Russian Empires, the new
Marxist socidist state of the USSR would come to dominate the eastern European scene
for the next seven decades. Juxtaposed between the USSR and western European
powers, moreover, was a new set of “buffer” states. Each of these would be greatly
influenced by, and in many instances directly controlled by, the USSR. These new nations
included Czechodovakia, Poland, Hungary, Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania and, on the Balkan
Peninsula, a monarchy called the Kingdom of Serbs, Croats, and Slovenes that, eleven
years later in 1929, changed its name to “Yugodavia,” land of the south Slavs (MSNBC,
1997; Tsamaidis, 1997; Gow, 1992).

The Birth of Yugoslavia as the Kingdom of Serbs, Croats, and Sovenes

... Yugoslavia was a sovereign state containing many separately-identifying
national groups. Each brought to Yugoslavia its own legacy of the past—
including perceived adversaries and defining characteristics of nationhood.
(Duncan, 1994, p. 22)

Y ugodaviawas a multinationa patchwork such as could be created only by autocratic
dictate a the conclusion of a cataclysmic World War, a crazy quilt conglomeration of
seven separate ethnic groups (Serbs, Croats, Slovenes, Albanians, Slavic Mudims,
Montenegrins, and Macedonians) each of whose national consciousness had crystallized,
more or less independently, during the nineteenth and twentieth centuries. The new State,
constructed without regard to the region's economic requirements, was heterogeneous in
amost every imaginable respect: ethnicaly, linguigticaly, rdigioudy, economicdly,
politicaly, geographicdly, and culturaly. Moreover, the new state was surrounded by
maor populations of Albanians, Bulgarians, Hungarians, Romanians, Greeks, and Turks,
each ethnic group with its own language, customs, suspicions of other ethnic groups, and
age-old animosities toward outsiders. And these were merely the mgor ethnic groups
that came into play. Other researchers have identified more than a dozen other
distinguishable ethnic national groups in the Bakans. (Duncan, 1994; Glenny paraphrasing
Babic, 1992).

Before Y ugoslavia became a nation, the Slovenes, Croats, Serbs, Montenegrins,
Bosnians, Macedonians, and Albanians had virtually independent histories. The
Slovenes struggled to define and defend their cultural identity for a millennium,
first under the Frankish Kingdom and then under the Austrian Empire. The
Croats of Croatia and Slavonia enjoyed a brief independence before falling under
Hungarian and Austrian domination; and the Croats in Dalmatia struggled under
Byzantine, Hungarian, Venetian, French, and Austrian rule. The Serbs, who
briefly rivaled the Byzantine Empire in medieval times, suffered 500 years of
Turkish domination before winning independence in the nineteenth century.
Their Montenegrin kinsmen lived for centuries under a dynasty of bishop-priests
and savagely defended their mountain homeland against foreign aggressors.
Bosnians turned to heresy to protect themselves from external political and
religious pressure, converted in great numbers to 1slam after the Turks invaded,
and because a nuisance to Austria-Hungary in the late nineteenth century. A
hodgepodge of ethnic groups peopled Macedonia over the centuries. As the
power of the Ottoman Empire waned, the region was contested among the Serbs,
Bulgars, Greeks, and Albanians and aso was a pawn among the major European
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powers. Finally, the disputed Kosovo region, with an Albanian mgjority and
medieval Serbian tradition, remained an Ottoman backwater until after the Balkan
wars of the early twentieth century. (Curtis, 1992, pp. 6-7)

Yugodavia came into being following the Paris Peace Conference and Treaty of
Versalles at the end of World War |. It was one of severa new states to be created in
central and eastern Europe based on the principle of self-determination, and was to be
created out of elements of the Austro-Hungarian Empire (Bosnia-Herzegovina, Croatia,
and Slovenia), the Kingdom of Serbia, Montenegro, and remnants of the old Ottoman
Empire consisting principally of severd thousand square miles of Macedonian highlands.
At first the new creation was a monarchy, known as the Kingdom of Serbs, Croats, and
Slovenes (Duncan, 1994). At the time it probably seemed much more logicd than it does
today, a way of uniting disparate Slavs into a single nation state, or kingdom. In central
Europe, other Slavic peoples—Czechs and Slovaks—were united into the state of
Czechodovakia, a union that a the time aso probably seemed the essence of logic
(Ziegler, 1993), but which today has broken into the separate nations of Slovakia and the
Czech Republic.

Despite common South Slav origins, the histories and cultures of Yugodavia's
nationalities were remarkably distinct. In the north, Slovenia and Croatia, which had been
part of the Habsburg Empire, were the most prosperous regions of Yugodavia. They
were influenced by centuries of close contact with Austria, Hungary, Italy, Roman
Cathalicism, the Latin aphabet and orientation toward western and central Europe. The
Slovenes were described by Wolff (1974, p. 39) as “... the least turbulent and volatile of
the south Slav peoples. They were deeply affected by the cosmopolitan culture of the
Hapsburg Empire, and were ... the most literate and well-read of all the south Slavic
peoples’ (Wolff, 1974, p. 39). The Sovenes, advanced and cultivated relative to other
south Slavs, were sometimes called the Czechs of Yugodavia because of their diligence
and talents.

The Croats, too, viewed themselves as vastly different than Serbs and other south
Slavs. Croats traditionally regarded themselves as highly civilized westerners, and tended
to think of Serbs as highly uncivilized easterners.  Serbs, on the other hand, ignoring the
fact that Croats were often in bitter opposition to alien misgovernment, traditionally
scorned Croats for their long period of subjection to the Hungarians. Serbs affected to
despise the highly vaunted Croatian culture, and pointed instead to their own struggle
againg the Turks. Wolff (1974) has conjectured that mutua suspicion and didike
between the two peoples poisoned the whole period between the two world wars, the first
twenty years of Yugoslavia s existence.
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Bosnians also had been part of the Austro-Hungarian Empire, but their exposure to
Habsburg culture and rule had begun only recently. Formerly, they, along with Serbs,
Montenegrins and Macedonians, had been ruled by Ottoman Turks for 500 autocratic,
repressive years. Conseguently, Bosnians, Macedonians, Montenegrins and Serbs were
less developed economicaly than the Croats and Slovenes. Although a Christian
majority—that of Eastern Orthodoxy—was retained in the lands once ruled by the
Ottomans, Iam was strong in both Bosnia and Kosovo, even after the end of Ottoman
rule and physica departure of the Turks. Serbs, embittered about former Mudim
domination, viewed Bosnian Mudims as Slavs who had “sold out” to Ottoman rule
(Duncan, 1994).

Troubled Beginnings for the Kingdom of Serbs, Croats, and Sovenes

The new Kingdom of Serbs, Croats and Slovenes got off to an auspicious beginning,
but it was admittedly a beginning marred by disturbing undercurrents. The Kingdom's
first leader, Peter 1, died in 1921 and his son Alexander inherited control. Alexander's
rule is perhaps the closest Serbs have ever come to the often-expressed ideal of a
“greater Serbid’ covering al of the Bakan states. Alexander installed Serbs in key
positions throughout the kingdom, promoted Eastern Orthodoxy as the officia religion,
imposed one official language—Serbo-Croat—and changed the country’s name to
Y ugosavia, land of the south Savs.

From the very beginning, however, there were powerful, and undenigble,
crosscurrents of political dissenson.  Not surprisingly, given its regional ascension to
power in the years shortly before and after the Balkan Wars, Serbia dominated other
regions of Yugodavia Serbs aso were the dominant population group, constituting
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approximately 36% of the population of the new state. But Croats, comprising about 20%
of the stat€'s population, were the next most numerous group. Also not surprising, given
their vastly different history, heritage and culture, the Croats began amost immediately
agitating for their own national recognition. Alexander responded by brutaly suppressing
Croatian nationaists. In reaction to Alexander’s policies, extremist Croats formed the
Udtasha, a Croatian terrorist organization that later would become notorious for
passionate, aggressive hogtility against the whole Serbian nation. In 1934, the Ustasha
assassinated Alexander. Peter |1 was heir to the throne, but he was only 11 at the time
and his cousin, Prince Paul, took power, continuing Alexander’s policies.

World War 11 (1941 — 1945)

Twentieth-century history came from the Balkans. Here men have been isolated
by poverty and ethnic rivalry, dooming them to hate. Here politics has been
reduced to alevel of near anarchy that from time to time in history has flowed up
the Danube into Central Europe. Nazism, for instance, can claim Balkan origins.
Among the flophouses of Vienna, a breeding ground of ethnic resentments close
to the southern Slavic world, Hitler learned how to hate so infectiously. (Kaplan,
1994, p. xxiii)

The peninsuld’ s integrity was breached first by the Itaians in 1939, who invaded and
occupied Albania, seeing it as a bridgehead for further military ventures in the Balkan
interior. 1n 1940 the Italians invaded Greece, but were quickly thrown back into Albania.
They were poised and ready, nonetheless, when Hitler's troops marched south in the
Spring of 1941. As Nazi occupation grew imminent, Yugodavid's leader, Prince Paul,
was in favor of siding with the Nazis in spite of protests by a maturing Peter I1. Peter |1
asserted his lineage and wrested control from Paul, but the plan backfired as the Nazis
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rolled into Yugodavia and Peter Il was forced to flee. And thus began the war-related
partition of Yugodavia and the rest of the Balkans.

Nothing about the Balkans is smple. Ever. Even its partition by Axis powers during
WW Il was nightmarishly complex. To begin, Bulgaria, Hungary, and Romania joined
Germany and Italy. Italy had aready occupied Albania, and now with Hitler's consent
they joined Albania and Kosovo, forming an ethnicaly united Albania. Later in the war,
Albania would be occupied by Germany. Bulgaria occupied the Yugodavian (Serbian)
and Greek parts of Macedonia, as well as part of Serbia. Serbia s sympathies were with
the Allies, especially the Soviet Union, but the country was nonetheless overrun by
Germans. Hitler divided Slovenia between Germany, Italy, and Hungary. Italy took much
of the Croatian region of Damatia and constructed a protectorate over Montenegro.
Parts of Croatia went to Hungary, as did much of Vojvodina. Germany and Italy
occupied Greece and the rest of Yugodavia. Turkey remained neutral during most of the
war. Until October 1944, Germany and Italy controlled most of the peninsula (Tsamaidis,
1997).

The Croatian Ustasha

The Ustasha, led by Ante Pavdli[], saw the German invasion as a means whereby
they could eliminate repressive Serbian domination while also achieving Croatian national
independence. They aligned themselves with the Nazis and in return were handed control
of the so-called Independent State of Croatia, consisting of Croatia (less the regions in
Istria and Damatia dready given to Itay), BosniaHerzegovina, and a smal dice of
Serbia, lands in which amost half the population consisted of non-Croats, including 1.9
million Serbs and 750,000 Mudim Savs. With encouragement from their Nazi patrons,
the Croatian Ustasha undertook a Bakan version of Hitler's Final Solution and proceeded
to ethnically cleanse the region, enthusiastically adopting Nazi goals of racid purification
through a concerted program of ethnic eradication. Their targets were Jews, Gypsies and
Serbs. The Ustasha goa with respect to Serbs was to convert one third to Catholicism,
incarcerate or deport one third, and exterminate the remaining third. From all historica
evidence, the Ustasha undertook their mission with single-minded determination.

Although the Ustasha lacked popular support, they benefited from concentrated
pockets of sympathizers, especialy in Bosnia-Herzegovina which, dong with Croatia, had
often been on the receiving end of Serbian excesses during the years between the wars
and was now determined to get even (Bennett, 1995). The Ustasha exterminated most of
Bosnia's 14,000 Jews and assaulted Serbs on an even more massive scae.  Bosnia
during WW 1[I was truly a killing field, with al combatants (German soldiers, Serbian
freedom fighters, Bosnian Mudims, Communist Partisans, and Croatian Ustasha) grimly
daughtering each other. Recent estimates place the number of deaths (in Bosnia aone)
during WW Il a 164,000 Serbs, 75,000 Mudims, and 64,000 Croats (Bosnia and
Herzegovina, 2001).

The Ustashe set out with ruthless determination to eliminate the Jews, Gypsies,
and Serbs.... Acting under careful German tutelage, the Ustashe by 1944 had
transported many of the 30,000 Jews living in the “Independent State of Croatia’
to Nazi labor or death camps, where almost all perished. Some Jews survived by
fleeing to the forests ... and fighting against the occupying forces. A few Jews
remained in Zagreb, Sarajevo, and other towns of the former Ustasha state, but
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by the end of the war their numbers had been reduced by 90% or more. (Donia &
Fine, 1994, p. 139)

&

e

Serbs were far more numerous than either Jews or Gypsies, however, and the
Ustasha attacked Serbs with a vindictiveness born of years of oppression suffered under
King Alexander and Prince Paul. In their vendetta against Serbs, the Ustasha
conveniently ignored the fact that Croats and Serbs share a common Slavic genetic poal.
The Croats were, in essence, murdering their own people when they killed Serbs.

The Ustashe brutally killed many Serbs in their churches, streets, and villagesin
front of other inhabitants. (Donia& Fine, 1994, p. 139)

The Ustashas viewed being a Serb as an act of political aggression against their
Croatian state, and [planned] to kill a third, expel a third to Serbia, and convert
the remainder to Catholicism.... they began in June, July and August 1941 acycle
of massacres which continued throughout the Second World War.... Bands of
Ustashas turned up unannounced at Serb villages and wiped out every last man,
woman and child. The orgy of violence then continued at concentration camps
which the Ustashas set up to eliminate their remaining opponents, both Serbs
and non-Serbs... At Jasenovac, the most infamous camp ... [t]here were no gas
chambers, nor were the Ustashas willing to waste bullets on their victims.
Instead, death was by beating, starvation or knives. (Bennett, 1995, pp. 44, 46)

Thus, one Slavic group (Croats) were pitted against another Slavic group (Serbs) with
what proved to be savage ferocity. Estimates of the number of Serbs killed by the
Ustasha during WW 11 range from 200,000 to 750,000 (Duncan, 1994; Zametica, 1992, 6-
7). No accurate tallies were kept, of course, and to this day mass graves are occasionally
uncovered (Mojzes, 1995). One historian has noted that during World War 11, “... as
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many as a million Yugodavs died at the hands of their own countrymen” (Zametica, 1992,
6-7). To make matters even worse (and more complicated), yet another Slavic group,
Bosnian Mudlims, often cooperated with the Ustasha in their genocidal campaigns. In
fact, the genocidal struggle between Serbs and Croats was felt most strongly in Bosnia
Herzegovina. Collaborations between Ustasha and Mudim elements was particularly
common in Herzegovina and in eastern and southern Bosnia  Throughout Bosnia-
Herzegovina, fatality rates among Serbs was higher than among Mudims. It has been
said (Glenny, 1992) that four Serbs died for every Modem, a ratio bitterly remembered
today throughout Bosnia by monuments listing Serbs who died fighting for freedom during
WW II. Musdlims aso reportedly served in the German army, an act that incensed Serbs
amost beyond measure.

The Chetniks

Serbs retdiated by forming irregular bands of guerrilla fighters caled Chetniks
(Duncan, 1994, p. 24), which initially constituted the main resistance force to both German
and Italian occupation, as well as the primary mechanism of retadiation against Ustasha
depredations. Chetnik strongholds were in Italian-controlled areas of Croatia and Bosnia
Herzegovina, the very areas that half a century later would again become the center of
hodtilities in the 1992-1995 Bosnian war.

Ustasha atrocities aroused great antagonism and incited the desire for revenge

by Serbs. In retaliation, Serbian Chetnik units slaughtered Croats, Muslims, and
others suspected of Ustasha sympathies. (Donia& Fine, 1994, p.140)

The Chetniks took their name from the armed bands of Serbs who, as bandits,
had challenged Ottoman rule in Serbia, Bosnia, and Macedonia.... Chetnik leaders
espoused a Greater Serbian ideology and hoped to restore the Serbian royal
family asrulers of areconstituted Yugoslavia. (Donia& Fine, 1994, p. 143)

Chetniks, however, were not notably successful against either occupation forces or the
Croatian Ustasha

First. . .the Chetniks were committed to a strategy of delaying active resistance
until the Allies invaded the Balkans; then they were to rise and harass Axis
communications lines in support of the broader Allied effort. Furthermore, [they
were] deterred from active resistance by Hitler's ... directive of September 1941,
that 100 Serbs should die for every German soldier killed by resistance forces.
(Donia & Fine, 1994, pp. 143-144)

The Partisans

Another group of resistance fighters, the Partisans (or Partizans), was led by Josip
Broz Tito, who began his communist-backed uprising in 1941 in opposition to German rule
in Serbia. Although Tito was a Croat-Slovene by birth, his Communist revolt was carried
by a massive reservoir of recruits from among Serb peasantry who had escaped Ustasha
genocide. As the war progressed, Tito steadily expanded his organization, attracting
adherents from much of Yugodavia By 1943, the communist Partisans consisted of a
multinational fighting force with widespread popular support among (non-Croat) south
Slav peoples.
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A War Within A War: The Yugoslavian Civil War During WW I

At first, the Chetniks dlied themsdves with the Partisans, but the politica
philosophies of the two resistance groups became progressively polarized and Chetniks
eventually came to see Partisans as more evil than Nazis. In an effort to destroy the
Partisans whatever the cost, Chetniks began to tolerate and even collaborate with their
German and Italian occupiers (Donia & Fine, 1994, p. 144). The result was a state of
amost unimaginable mayhem, as a full-blown civil war (Chetnik against Partisan) erupted
within the ongoing effort to repel German and Italian occupation forces. And as if a civil
war within a world war was not sufficiently complicated, these two major conflicts were
overlain by efforts of the Ustasha, who were busy killing Serbs of every stripe, Chetnik
and Partisan alike. Thus, Partisans were killing Germans, Itaians, Ustasha and Chetniks
while Chetniks were killing Partisans while sometimes killing Germans, Itdians and
Ustasha and other times collaborating with them againgt their arch enemy, the Communist
Partisans. Amidst the chaos, Mudims systematically eliminated Serbs whenever the
opportunity arose.

In Western Europe and the United States, World War |l was experienced
principally as a colossal struggle against Nazi Germany and its fascist allies. In
the Yugoslav lands, however, the war was multidimensional, involving three
distinct conflicts. First, the war was a struggle of the occupied against the
occupiers, a battle of Yugoslav resistance movements against the Germans and
Italians. Second, it was a civil war involving rival national extremists and the
competing domestic resistance movements. Finaly, it became a struggle for a
revolutionary social transformation, since the Communist Party of Tito and his
partisans espoused an ideology that advocated an end to the old order. These
three conflicts were interwoven and at times indistinguishable. They resulted in
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violence and devastation of unprecedented proportions. (Donia & Fine, 1994, p.
136)

Collusion with the Germans, however, cost the Chetniks dearly. It led to an erosion of
popular support. Moreover, it lost them the support of the Allies. Beginning in 1943,
Britain and the Allies shifted their support to the Partisans. When the Chetniks lost Allied
support, they aso lost any rea hope of prevailing in their domestic struggle with the
Partisans. In essence, civil war victory was handed to the Communists, and the fate of
post-WW 11 Y ugodaviawas sealed.

The communists, led by Josip Broz Tito, won because they were the best
organized fighting forcein Yugoslavia and because they had the most to offer
most Yugoslavs.... Tito's “Partisans’ ... fought more often and more
convincingly than the main Serb resistance force, the Chetniks. The latter
initially waited for an Allied invasion which they could support; later, they
collaborated with the Axis powers to fight the Partisans, something that also cost
them support. (Gow, 1992, pp. 21-22)

Tito's Partisan forces had yet another card to play, one that found immense popularity
among Y ugodavid s diverse population.

At the core of the Partisans' appeal was the nationality policy of the Communist
Party.... Unlike the discredited assumption of royal Yugoslavia that the South
Slav peoples would homogenize into a single Yugoslav nationality, the
Communist-led Partisans asserted that the nations of Yugoslavia were distinct
and should be treated equally. The principle of national equality stood in
contrast both to the royal Yugoslav government’s practices of Greater Serbian
centralism, endorsed and continued by [the] ... Chetniks, and to the extreme
Croatian nationalism of the Ustashe, who aimed by one means or another to
create an all-Croatian state.... the Partisan policy was a refreshing blend of
national liberation and a centrally-imposed discipline that could preclude
nationalist excesses. (Donia& Fine, 1994, pp. 146-147, 148)

By the end of WW II, Tito and the Partisans seemed to have it al going for them:
widespread popular appedl, support from both Western dlies and the Communist Party,
and a utopian vision designed to treat al ethnic groups equally and thereby “...preclude
national excesses.”
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CHAPTER 6

THE“MODERN" ERA

During World War 11, while Yugodavia was involved in a desperate attempt to throw
off the yoke of Hitler's fascist rule, its people was aso embroiled in a bloody civil war that
would determine the nature of post-war Yugodavian government. The two conflicts, a
war againgt fascism and bloody interna civil strife, raged simultaneoudly, and the effect
upon Yugodavian infrastructure, as well as upon its civilian population, was devastating.
Hundreds of thousands of Yugodav civilians died during WW I, possibly as many as a
million. Tragicaly and ironicaly, most died not at the hands of invading soldiers, nor as a
result of aerial bombardments, but rather at the hands of fellow Yugodavs as a result of
vicious inter-ethnic vendettas. Croats killed Serbs who killed Savic Mudims who killed
Serbs who killed Partisans who killed Chetniks who killed .... It was an endless, vicious,
and (at least to outsiders) senseless circle of hatred and animosity.

Even as hodtilities raged, however, the Partisan leader Josip Broz Tito was busy
planning a post-war communist state that would break the endless circle of senseless
desth, that would ensure equal trestment for al ethnic groups, and in which al wartime
atrocities would be forgotten. 1n 1943, when the proverbiad “light a the end of the tunndl”
was firgt glimpsed through granting of Allied support for Partisan combat efforts, Tito met
with a codlition of his supporters and laid the foundations for the new post-war state:

In the event of a communist victory Yugoslavia would become a federation
consisting of Serbia, Croatia, Macedonia, Slovenia, Montenegro and Bosnia-
Herzegovina. Exactly two years after the ... meeting a communist-dominated
constituent assembly ... proclaimed the Federal People's Republic of Yugoslavia.
(Bennett, 1995, p. 53)

The division of the country into federa units, or republics:

... was not meant to divide the country but to create as equitable a balance as
possible between Yugoslavia's peoples and to prevent conflict over disputed
territories. Borders between republics were drawn up on a mixture of ethnic and
historic principles. In this way, Macedonians won recognition of their separate
national identity and their own republic. Montenegro, too, became a republic in
its own right in respect of its independent history, while Bosnia-Herzegovina
maintained its former Ottoman contours including a segment of the Adriatic
coast. The border between Croatia and Vojvodina meandered between villages
depending on whether they had a Croat or a Serb majority. Kosovo became an
autonomous region and Vojvodina an autonomous province within Serbia
because of the large non-Serb populationsliving there. (Bennett, 1995, p. 53)
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and Reuniting Old Enemies

During World War 11, roydist Chetniks had hoped for an Allied invasion in the
Bakans. It never came, of course, and when liberation did come it was delivered by the
Red Army. Unquestionably, liberation of the peninsula by Soviet forces did much to
shape the future of the region. Another factor was willingness on the part of Western
leaders, specifically Winston Churchill, to use the Bakans as a bargaining chip in efforts
to improve reations with Soviet leader Joseph Stalin.  Churchill conceded dominant
influence in Romania and Bulgaria to the USSR in return for Western hegemony in
Greece. It was agreed that influence in Yugodavia and Hungary would be shared
equaly. This unofficia agreement played directly into the hands of Josip Broz Tito, who
wasted no time in establishing the Socialist Federal Republic of Yugodavia, a multinationa
federation of sovereign states, wherein no single nation was to be alowed to dominate.
Tito's view was that al Yugodav peoples had contributed equaly to the defeat of
fascism, and that al peoples would to be dlowed to join the new state free from any
“historical mortgage.”

Upon its liberation from the occupying fascist forces and a dreadful retaliation
against the “national traitors’—primarily the ustashe and chetniks and the
Slovene White Guard—Y ugoslavia emerged a Communist-ruled country. The
borders between the states were drawn by the Communist Party (some say by
Tito personally) and were without discussion or question accepted—some
thought forever. The new federal system seemed to work for the next thirty years
... Tito followed a very careful policy of balancing al nationa claims and
conflicts .... to make sure that no one group could claim that it had been
discriminated against. (Mozjes, 1995, pp.. 75-76)
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Tito reunited Serbs and Croats who had fought each other so vicioudy during World
War 1I. Macedonians also were granted ethnic recognition. For a short time following
Tito's initial success in unifying Yugodavia, it seemed possible that the entire Balkan
Peninsula might be united under a Marxist-Leninist-Stalinist banner. It was a prospect
that received serious consideration (Balkans, 2001). Political unity, however, required
ideological conformity, and that was unattainable, even under the powerful influence of
communism.  Following WW I, Yugodavia was the dominant politica force in the
Bakans, and the only way Tito would accept additional countries into his federation was if
they agreed to enter as additional republics in the south Slav state of Yugodavia. This
was unacceptable to Bulgarians, who saw themselves as equals to Yugodavs, and this
was much the perspective of Romanians as well. Albania, too, had reservations about
joining a Sav-dominated federation. In the end, prospects of a Balkan federation died not
from internal squabbling (which, given time, probably would have ended it anyway), but
from a powerful external force: Joseph Stalin. By 1947 he had become wary of the
power base Tito was building. That same year he vetoed a Balkan federation. A year
later, he expelled Y ugodavia from the communist camp.

The Global Balance of Power

Following World War |1, the United States and the Soviet Union emerged as the
world’s two “super-powers.” Their conflict of interests, which began as a conflict over
central Europe and the divided Germany, became known as the Cold War. The Soviets
feared that the US would attempt to restore a liberal economic and political system in
eastern Europe, and the US feared that the USSR would overrun western Europe. And
indeed the communists made a good faith effort to

NATO Members accomplish this latter goal. In 1947 and early 1948,
1949 Bdgium* Soviet-dominated governments were set up in Bulgaria,
1949 Canada* Czechodovakia, Hungary, Poland, and Romania. In
1999 Czech Republic southeastern Europe, only Yugoslavia, due in large part
f;ﬁg Eg‘nrzg*k to Tito's refusd to be dominated by any outside
1955 Germany influence, retained a degree of independence. Many
1952 Greece observers saw Yugodavia as a strategic “ steppingstone”
1999 Hungary toward Soviet achievement of its western European
1949 Iceland* territorial  aspirations.  Yugodavia turned out to be,
1949 Italy* however, a steppingstone with a very dippery surface.

1949 Luxembourg*
1949 The Netherlands*
1949 Norway*

1999 Poland

1949 Portugal*

1982 Spain

1952 Turkey

1949 United Kingdom*
1949 United States*

*QOriginal signatory

In the initid years following World War I,
Y ugodavia was a faithful supporter of the Cominform, a
Moscow-based association through which al communist
parties could be controlled. In 1948, however, partly due
to his personal suspicion and jedousy of Tito, Stdin
expeled Yugodavia from the Cominform, citing two
primary reasons: 1)Yugodavia's display of independence
on international issues, and 2) its reection of Soviet
control  within Yugodavia These fundamental
ideologicd differences led to an irreconcilable break with

the Soviet Union in 1949. Following this bresk, Y ugodavia looked to the West for support
and began to lead the developing movement of “nonaligned” nations (Gow, 1992). At the
time, a primary aim of US policy was to “contain” the USSR by a series of encircling
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aliances and bases. Tito, however, chose to wak a thin line of “nonaignment.” Though
he was ostensibly free of Soviet control after 1949, Tito never stopped being a communist,
nor did he significantly abate his longstanding programs of socidization and centralized
economic controls. Consequently, US bases were never built on Yugodavian soil, nor did
the two countries enter into formal defense aliances. On the other hand, to protect
European interests, the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) was established in
1949. Only in recent years have east European nations been admitted to NATO, (Poland,
Hungary and the Czech Republic in 1999), and the organization contains no Bakan
nations.

The Suppression of Nationalism

The new communist government in the Socialist Federa Republic of Yugodavia was
built on a base of “Brotherhood and Unity,” a concept with widespread appesal to a people
weary of seemingly endless bloodshed in the aftermath of WW 1I. Tito's rendition of
communism held out the prospect of equality to al minorities who had experienced
injustice in the past, regardless of ethnicity or nationality. His federation was promoted as
the condtitutional embodiment of equdity for al peoples within Yugodavia(Gow, 1992).
Titoist communism suppressed conflicts based on ethnicity, as citizens were dedt with by
“class and mass’ rather than as members of specific ethnic groups. Part of the
Communist dogma in eastern Europe was that the fraternal cooperation of Socialist states
should not be marred by national conflict or territorial disputes.

Tito was remarkably successful in achieving his goals of unity. By focusing on the goals
of the federation and suppressing more narrow-based expresson of nationalism, his
policies also minimized overt expressions of ethnic biases. From the end of WW 11 in
1945 until his death in 1980, there is little question that
his drict management of nationalistic tendencies in eastern Europe wasthat
wccess‘u_lly r_educed over'g ethnic _strlfe W|th|_n the fraternal cooperation of
Yugodavia Tito's program in communist Yugodavia | goeiglist states should not be
emphasized self-management, usng a model of marred by national conflict or
decision-making that was based on an industria context. | territorial disputes.

His policies promoted secularism, gender equality, and
ethnic coexistence.

Part of the Communist dogma

[World War 11] losses on all sides meshed politics and ethnicity so inseparably
that burying the details along with the victims appeared the most feasible course
to those Yugoslavs of all ethnicities who rallied together after the war to
reconstruct the country along the lines of the Titoist compromise: afederation of
republics, interlinked through the Communist organizational structure, in the

spirit of the slogan “brotherhood and unity.” . . . The party continually used
accusations of nationalism to stifle open discussion of ethnic matters. (Denich,
1994, p. 370)

And if verba accusations failed to stifle dissent, there was always the purge, a series
of which were applied ruthlessly not only in Yugodavia to root out suspected Titoist
opposition (“Cominformists’) but aso in other communist-dominated Bakan countries
such as Albania, Bulgaria and Romania where trouble-makers were likely to be called
“Titoists.” Whatever labd the victims received, the effect on the larger population was
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invariant. Purges produced terror, intimidation, and abject subservience, al in the name of
“brotherhood and unity.”

Beneath the ostensibly tranquil surface, however, old ethnic hatreds were smoldering,
even with the overlay of threat and intimidation imposed by totditarian governments.
=l hrough the Titoist decades, scattered through the republics of both Croatia and Bosnia-
Herzegovina, were unmarked buria sites and limestone caves that entombed the remains
of tens of thousands of Serbians who had been massacred by the Ustasha during WW 1.
Local villagers knew of the sites and quietly remembered the dead and the horror of that
time, but Communist authorities discouraged villagers from openly commemorating the
dead and dtrictly forbade opening the sites and removing the remains for proper reburia
according to Orthodox rituas (Denich, 1994).

During the early 1980s, a play caled “The Pigeon Cave’ Golubnajaca) was
banned after being performed in Serbia. The drama portrays peasant life in a
Damatian mountain village in the region known as Krgjina [in Croatia], where
both Orthodox Christian Serbs and Roman Catholic Croats live along the border
that once divided Christian reams from the

The banning of the play Ottoman Empire. In the background of the village
“The Pigeon Cave’ looms the limestone cavern that the villagers call
represented Tito’s the pigeon-cave, which conceal s pigeon nests and
policy of suppressing the skeletal remains of the villagers' relatives who
reminders of WW I were massacred during the Second World War.
interethnic conflicts, in The villagers are Serbs; their relatives were
the interests of massacred by Croats from neighboring villages
promoting a multiethnic who had joined the nationalist Ustasha movement

that ruled the so-called independent state of
Croatia, established in 1941 under the wing of Hitler. That Croatian state
extended the Nazi genocidal policy to remove from its territory Serbs, in addition
to Jews and Gypsies. The banning of the play represented the policy of Titoist
Yugoslavia to suppress reminders of that vicious interethnic conflict, in the
interests of amultiethnic state ... (Denich, 1994, p. 367)

The Titoist legacy has been characterized as one of “divide and rule.” Both Croatia
and Serbia, especially, were kept in check, while “nation-building” was encouraged for the
Macedonians (to offset competing claims by Serbia, Bulgaria, and Greece) and, in the
1960s, for the Mudim “nation” in Bosnia (to balance Serb-Croat rivary there). Magjor
attempts to reformulate the national problem in Yugodavia through a democratic process
were crushed. In 1971, the crackdown on the Croatian Spring reform movement and the
purge of its leading figures destroyed the last chance to provide an answer to Croatia s
nationa aspirations within democratized federa ingtitutions. The following year, the libera
Serbian leadership was purged—an action that paved the way for the eventual succession
of Slobodan Milosevic dmost twenty years later (International Commission, 1996).
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By 1974, nonetheless, political parties in each of the constituent elements of the
federation were demanding increased self-government. In 1974, the Yugodav
Congtitution was amended to shift both economic and politica power from the federa
center in Belgrade to the six republics and two autonomous provinces (Kosovo and
Vojvoding). Veto power was vested in each congtituent republic, an action that was later
criticized as“. . . always searching for the lowest common denominator and . . . paraysis
of the politica system” (Internationa Commission, 1996, p. 24). The Communist party
was aso federalized at this time; and rather than being a unifying factor for Yugodavia, it
divided the federation along national lines. Tito's solution to increased demands for self-
government among his constituent republics was to preserve the federation while ensuring
that no nationality—no matter how politically frustrated or economically disadvantaged—
would fed its existence to be threatened. Veto power, however, was a poor mechanism
for redizing his gods. Unwittingly, Tito had laid the groundwork for the end of his
federation. It would be another fifteen years, not until after Tito's death and the
dissolution of the Soviet Union, before the congituent republics would deliver their
ultimate vetoes, in the form of votes for secession.

Tito’ s Death and the Rebirth of Nationalism

In a sense, Tito was walking a precarious tightrope, on an internationa level threading
his way between the demands of megalithic eastern and western power blocs without
ever complying fully with the wishes of either side, while on the domestic front constantly
juggling the often conflicting wishes of his constituent republics, making a concession one
day first to this republic, then next day to a different one. Tito was a master manipulator,
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and for many years he successfully imposed his will, but in the end there were too many
conflicting demands, and eventually nobody was satisfied with the outcome. Most of al,
there was rampant dissatisfaction with the stagnant economic system. Communism was
first and foremost a dogma based on materialism, and when, year after year, the promised
enhancements in standard of living never arrived but instead progressively deteriorated,
the people grew weary of all the false promises and looked for alternatives. A commonly
avallable dternative, available equally to every mgor ethnic group, was incipient
nationalism. The following excerpt was written from the perspective of dissatisfied Serbs,
but with a switch in ethnic identities and a change in issues, it could apply equdly to
Croatians, Slovenes, Kosovo Albanians, Macedonians, or Montenegrins.

To ... many ... Serbs, Tito's Yugoslavia signified—like the former Turkish
Empire—just another anti-Serbian plot. This was because Y ugoslav nationalism,
as Tito (a half-Croat, half-Slovene) defined it, meant undercutting the power of
the numerically dominant Serbs in order to placate other groups, particularly the
Croats and the Albanians. By giving the Albanians their own autonomous
province, Kosovo, and by placing this province within the Y ugoslav Republic of
Serbia, Tito thought he had reconciled the aspirations of both the Albanians and
the Serbs. The Serbs thought differently. Why should these Muslim foreigners,
who came only 300 years ago to Old Serbia, the historic heartland of our
nation, have autonomy there? Never! (Kaplan, 1993, pp. 38-39)

Complicating the overall economic issue was the immense differences in standard of
living among the congtituent republics (see Figure 5). These differences were particularly
acute between relatively affluent Sovenia and Croatia in the northwest, and less
economically advanced Bosnia-Herzegovina, Serbia, Montenegro, and Macedonia to the
south.

In the post-war communist federation, the imbalance between Slovene
sophistication and the developing-world conditions prevailing in Kosovo,
southern Serbia and Macedonia could only be rectified by massive state control
of the economy. This created resentment in the prosperous north, the fruits of
whose productivity were transferred to the dusty climates of the south where
they rotted in the sun. Above all, ataut mistrust grew up between Slovenia and
Croatia, where a more industrious work ethic was the tradition, and Serbia, the
borderland of the Ottoman empire's corrupt economic values. (Glenny
paraphrasing Babic, 1992)

There was another bugaboo just beneath the surface. Communist rule involved
ideological control over representations of history. Any horrifying events that would
disrupt interethnic co-operation could not be mentioned, unless it was as part of a
collective category, such as “victims of fascism,” or “foreign occupiers and domestic
traitors” The communists commemorated mass deaths at the Jasenovac camp, the
largest of many Croatian Ustasha internment Site, rather than providing details about
individua desths in hundreds of other locations. The pigeon caves and other unmarked
burial Stes scattered throughout Croatia and BosniaHerzegovina were quietly
remembered by local villagers who had survived the massacres. Bereaved villagers,
however, were forbidden by the communist authorities from opening burid sites and
removing the remains for proper reburia (Denich, 1994). Despite its consistent efforts,
the Titoist regime was never able to put to rest the antagonisms that had led to the
outburst of genocida violence during World War |1 (Denich, 1994).
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From the viewpoint of the Titoist regime, the danger was not so much in the
genocide itself, and its reminders, but in the nationalist ideologies that led to the
World War |l fratricide and persisted like a dark shadow during what appeared to
be the successful establishment of amultinational state. (Denich, 1994, p. 370)

Tito's communist party consistently forbade the open discussion of ethnic matters.
As mentioned earlier, communist dogma explicitly decreed that the fraternal cooperation
of Socidist states should not be marred by nationa conflict or territorial disputes and the
open discussion of ethnicity and ethnic-related problems was deemed a dangerous threat
to fraterna cooperation for the greater good. The official party line was that ethnicity
was irrelevant. Its mere discusson was brutally squelched. Beneath the surface,
however, in literature, in history, and in national traditions, were the memories of WW I
atrocities. They were suppressed in public but readily available in private. Indeed, it is
possible that the redtrictions on public expresson may have encouraged the private
expression of pre-existing nationalist ideas and sentiments (Denich, 1994).

When the inability to mourn is chronic, grievances connected with it are passed
on from the older to the younger generation. The generation unable to mourn its
losses seems to pass on its unfinished business . . . . [T]he third generation is
often ready to erase the humiliation suffered by grandparents . . . . At this point,
the original trauma has been mythologized and historical truth has been replaced
by emotional narrative, which in a group is apt to be altogether one-sided.
(Volkan, 1988, p. 176)

Tito and his personal authority were supported by a web of political offices designed
to prevent the consolidation of excessive power, and to forestall the chance that either
communist or nationalist “demagogues’ would ever be given the chance to seize control
of the country. As long as Tito was dive, his Byzantine system, athough progressively
experiencing strains from an inherently unworkable economic system, nonetheless held
together. When he died, however, it was only a matter of time until it began to unravel.
Without Tito's overwhelming persona influence, this diffuse system left no one with
enough power or authority to act decisively, no one who could be held responsible for
crisis, chaos, and the lack of an adequate political response in the face of escalating
Crises.

After Tito's death in 1980, rising tides of nationalism swept through Serbia, Croatia,
Slovenia, Bosnia, and other republics of the Yugodav federation. It seemed that
everywhere nationalistic sentiments were smultaneoudy coadlescing and finding
expression. Before Yugodavia fragmented, there had been a trend for more and more
people to classify themselves as “Yugodavs'—as citizens of Yugodavia—rather than
identifying themselves as “Serb,” “Croat,” or such. As a result of risng nationalistic
sentiments, however, this process reversed. Increasing numbers of people began
reverting to the older ethnic labels, reveaing that these ethnic nationalisms must not have
been far beneath the surface.

The banned performance of “The Pigeon Cave” was but a forerunner of events
that became frequent and widely publicized during the late 1980s, when
nationalism burst from its hiding places and swept people by the hundreds of
thousands into mass movements, then elections, then into confrontations that
escalated, with astonishing speed, to civil war. (Denich, 1994, p. 367)

Tito was unique among world communist leaders, recognizing and adapting to the
power of ethnic nationaism. Following his degath, the genie of ethnic nationaism was
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again out of the bottle. Within a few years after Tito's death, the compromises that had
enabled the Titoist system to weave Yugodavid's ethnic mosaic into a common state
were failing. Within the constituent republics of Yugodavia, rivaries were growing. In
particular, the Serbian intellectuals began advancing the notion that too many Serbian
nationa interests had been relinquished in exchange for bargains that were no longer
being kept by the leaders in the other republics (Denich, 1994).

In one sense, Tito's death can be thought of as the event that precipitated the
fragmentation of Yugodavia. The Yugodav federation was in many ways Tito’s personal
construction. More than any other individua he was responsible for its formation and
early direction. Certainly his demise was instrumental to the federation’s fragmentation,
but viewed from alarger perspective, his demise was probably not the definitive event. In
a larger sense, Yugodavia's fragmentation was only one small part of an historica
dialectic set in place amost a hundred years earlier with the Russian revolution, a didectic
that was eventualy to culminate with the disintegration of the Soviet Union itself. By
1985, only five years after Tito's death, a new generation of Soviet leaders represented by
Mikhail Gorbachev had come to power in the USSR. Gorbachev and US President
Reagan agreed to cut back on the presence of both super-powers in Europe, and to
moderate their ideological competition. Gorbachev’s concessions were symptoms of far
greater issues at home, and less than a decade after Tito's demise, the communist system
itsalf dipped irrevocably into its own death throes. The closing decade of the twentieth
century witnessed the fall of communism in Poland and Germany, foretelling a far more
rapid conclusion to the Cold War than anyone could have imagined possible. The Berlin
Wall fell, and the two Germanys were reunited. As the eyes and ears of the world tuned
to the Baltic States of Lithuania, Latvia, and Estonia and their struggle to be free of the
USSR, many states within the Soviet Union aso began yearning for independence. Many
former Soviet-Bloc sates, including Balkan nations, finaly faced up the fact that
communism as an economic system was not working, and struggled with the transition
from communism to capitalism, drawing intense concern and interest from the rest of the
world.

Thus, while the fragmentation of Yugodavia was arguably inevitable, the violently
bizarre particulars of its unraveling was peculiarly “Bakanesque,” aided and abetted by
avaricious politicians and particularly virulent strains of ethnocentrism. It iswell to take a
look at some particulars of the underlying ethnocentrism, for these are the ideas that were
waiting to “burst forth” as Y ugosavia came unraveled.

Serbian Ethnocentrism

For much of the 20th Century, Serbian intelligentsia advanced strong ethnocentric
viewstied to political activism and created a“history” emphasizing the greatness of Serbs.
For example, Jovan Cviji[], a sociologist and theorist of Serbian expansionism, attempted
to establish the superiority of what he called the Dinaric race, and stressed the necessity
of transforming other Yugodav types into subordinate groups under the leadership of
Serbia.

According to Cviji[], the best situated of all Balkan “natural regions’ for
geographic and geopolitical points of view is the region of the Morava and
Vardar rivers, the region of contemporary Serbia and Y ugoslav Macedonia. The
dominating part of this central region is [Jumadija, where the uprisings against
Turkish domination started and where the Serb state of the nineteenth century
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originated. Thisregion isthe best in the Balkans not only from the geographical
and economic points of view but—and this is most important—also becauseit is
settled by the best type of southern Slav, the [Jumadija variety of the Dinaric
race. (Tomalli[], 1974, p. 54)

Writing in 1922, Cviji[] defined the qualities of the Dinaric man as consisting of:

... live spirit, sharp intelligence, deep feelings, rich fantasy, impulsiveness
provoked by nonmaterial motives, national pride, and the ideas of honor, justice
and freedom. Dinaric man is a born statesman, and his main urge is to create a
powerful state, to resurrect the “Czardom of Du[Jan,” the medieval Serb political
community abolished by the Turks in the battle of Kosovo. (Tomalli[], 1974, pp.
54-55)

Toma[Ji[] (1941) recounted Cviji[]'s view of other racid types of southern Slavs in
comparison to Dinaric man. The most inferior was the Pannonian type to which belonged
the mgjority of Croatians and some Serbs. In his view, the Croatian peasants, with no
land of their own, were ordinary serfs who did not play any role in politics. They were
seen as having degenerated nationaly under the cultural
It goeswithout sayingthat | influence of the Germans and were culturaly and
such asituation hampers politically separatist, distrustful and suspicious, lacking in
tremendously the . ; . . .
normali zation of the national consci OUSESS, having no democrapc fedings, and
relations between Serbsand | 9r€etly under the influence of the Catholic clergy. In a
other peoplesof Yugoslavia | Smilar vein, Cviji[] considered the Sovenes to be strongly
under the influence of German culture and the Catholic
clergy. Cviji] adso considered the Macedonians to be
inferior to the Dinaric type, but with some qualities considered socially useful and with the
potential of development when brought into contact with Dinaric man—confirmed when
Serbia “liberated” Macedonia. “In short, according to Cviji[]'s findings, dl other inferior
types in Yugodavia are going to be transformed into useful subjected groups under the
leadership of Serbia’” (Toma[Ji[], 1941, p. 55).

Cviji[l's ideas greatly influenced Serbia's cultural and political life, and her
historians, sociologists, and politicians undertook studies and political activities
in accordance with them. (Toma[Ji[], 1941, p. 55)

Qviji[]'s ideas influenced Serbia's leading historian, Professor Stanojevi[], as well as
another sociologist and historian, D. J. Popovi[], and
a professor of economics, Dragoljub Jovanovi[], dl | Milan Sufflay, aCroatian
of whom published in the late 1920s and the early to | Nistorianand sociologist ,

. ) . taught that Croatians had
mid-1930s. According to Stanojevi], notﬁi ng in common with

... of al tribes which in the early Middle Ages Orthodox Balkan Serbs, and
settled the Balkan Peninsula the Serb tribe || that adurable union between
excelled in “physical and mora qualities and the two nationswas an
became as early as that time the representative of unrealistic expectation.

the Serb race and the bearer and propagator of
al Serb racia qualities” (St. Stanojevi[], 1934, Postanak srpskog narodo,
Beograd, cited by Toma[Ji[], 1941, pp. 55-56)

According to Toma[Ji[] (1941), these ideas and attitudes of Serb superiority were
accepted and persisted in the minds of many Serb intellectuas, becoming a part of their
common culture. Some intellectuals who otherwise professed leftist and socidly radical
ideas were also strongly affected by them. “It goes without saying that such a situation
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hampers tremendoudly the normalization of the relations between Serbs and other peoples
of Yugodavia’' (p. 57).

Croatian Ethnocentrism

In Croatia, another set of influences led to a fundamentally different world view and
completely different nationalistic orientation:

Since the days when Croatians settled on the shores of the eastern Adriatic, they
were in constant contact with Latin culture, the Roman Church, and western
European civilization. (Toma[Ji[], 1941, p. 60)

There was a history of Croatian towns being formed and settled by merchants and
craftsmen from neighboring countries, primarily Swiss and Austrian Germans, and some
Hungarians, Italians, Greeks, and Serbs. Subsequently, under pressure from the Austrian
Germanization policy, many German-speaking state employees and army officers settled
in Croatia s towns, with the result that the German language was common. In the course
of the development of Croatian nationalism during the 19th century, the immigrants and
their descendants were gradualy assimilated; and those of Catholic faith identified with
Croatians, while the Greek Orthodox adherents identified with Serbs.  Although
Catholicism was dominant in Croatia, the Serb Orthodox merchants prospered; and Serb
politicians supported an Austrian policy of destroying Croatia s autonomy—factors which
led to the intensification of Serbo-Croatian conflict (Toma[Ji[], 1941).

This conflict inspired the ideas, works, and activities of Milan [Jufflay, a Croatian
historian, sociologist, and politician, who stressed the racia, culturad, and menta
differences between Serbs and Croatians. In 1928 he argued that a durable union
between the two nations was an unrealistic expectation. He suggested that as Catholics
and Westerners, Croatians had nothing in common with Orthodox Balkan Serbs
(Toma(Ji[], 1941).

Even a Balkan federation would have a deteriorating effect on Croatian culture,
because in such a federation Croatians would lose the best they have: their
sense for Western civilization and their sense for humaneness. (Toma[Ji[], 1941,
p. 64, referring to [Jufflay, 1928)

According to [Jufflay, the collective memory of a people was important for the
preservation of the culture. He fet that the survival of the Croatian nation was important
not only for Croatians but aso for the Western world, due to Croatia's location on the
frontier of the Mediterranean West. Croatian nationalism was necessary for the
preservation of al that was good in western European civilization. His view of the
conflict between Croats and Serbs was that the Serbs drew their strength from the past
and one could not fight that world view with ideas of the future (Toma(Ji[], 1941).

Although [Jufflay was assassinated for his ideas, they became the backbone for part
of the Croatian separatist movement. According to Toma[Ji[] (1941), [Jufflay’s ideas
gave rise to differing groups. There were those who believed that Croatians, unlike Serbs,
were not of Savic but of German origin, and that Gothic tribes formed the first Croatian
politica community. There were aso those who stressed the opposition between the
Roman Catholicism of Croatians vs. the Greek Orthodoxy of the Serbs, advocating the
necessity of an ever-close relation of Croatians with the Vatican as a means of sdf
preservation.
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(ufflay is not a contemporary theorist. His work dates back aimost a hundred years
and the same can be said about Cviji[], Stanojevi[], Popovi[], and Jovanovi[] in Serbia. It
would be comforting to think that such racist drivel had long since been buried in the
sandbox of time. Sadly, such optimism is not entirdy justified. Without doubt, [Jufflay’s
theories influenced the actions of Croatian Ustasha terrorists during WW Il. How much
it influenced them is a matter of conjecture, but many observers say that such overtly
racist and demagogic theorizing has historicaly been closdly linked to Bakan palitica
activities. Thiswas certainly the view of Toma[Ji[] (1941). Every ethnic group, it seems,
has an ora history that chronicles its past greatness, future promise, and inherent

superiority.

The Belgrade regime headed by Slobodan Milosevic clearly has demonstrated
racism, expediency, a ruthless will to power, and a disregard for the West's
ethical standards, as evidenced by all the cease-fire violations, the bombing of
civilian targets, and other acts that have rightly been condemned by the West as
crimes against humanity. To be sure, the Croats and Bosnians have also
engaged in war crimes, yet the world’s collective consciousness has concluded
clearly that the overwhelming preponderance of the human rights abuses were
perpetrated by the Belgrade regime. (Mestrovic, 1993, p. ix)

Preludesto War:
Belligerent Posturing and the Expression
of Nationalistic Chauvinism

Tito had made a conscious effort to stress “brotherhood and unity,” and to meld the
many parts of Yugodavia into a cohesive whole.
“brotherhood and unity” propaganda machine broke, and al the king's horses and dl the

After his death, however, the

king's men couldn’t put it back together again. At times there

over communications and began releasing danted interpretations that were served up as

established a monopoly or near-monopoly

The Serbian scemed to be an admost frenetic | ... whiletheCroats
oress and outpouring of chauvinism, ethnocentrism, || @nd Slovenes

" and jingoism. Mojzes (1995) reported that | thundered that all
governmen . . . Serbs everywhere
leaderscalledthe | 1N the late 1980s, “... an unholy dliance and at all times were
Croat people between nationdistic political leaders and hegemonistic
ustashoid and the media and the press began to blossom | 1y antine, imperial,
genocidal ... .. (p. 54). Nationalist political leaders | and communist.

facts, imputing statements to their opponents that had never been made and subsequently
criticizing them as “anti-Yugodavian® or “anti-Serbian.”

As one of Belgrade’s remaining critical journalists has characterized it, it was
journalism of “spitting,”—namely, denigrating, distorting, humiliating, and
clearly libeling people . . . without giving those people the right to retort . . . .
Entire nations were indicted. The Serbian press and government leaders called
the Croat people ustashoid and genocidal, while the Croats and Slovenes
thundered that all Serbs everywhere and at all times were hegemonistic,
byzantine, imperial, and “ Communist.” (Mojzes, 1995, pp. 55-56)

With few exceptions, most people accepted this steady barrage of “information” that
“documented” their latent suspicions and hodtilities. All of the new nations became
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poisoned with this propaganda, and their citizens soon became hypercritica of the
others—the “bad guys’—while remaining uncritical, defensive, and self-righteous about
the “good guys’ (Mojzes, 1995).

According to Denich (1994), when the 1990s conflicts arose, rather than seeking
strategies for reconciliation, the Serbs and Croats “... conscioudly revived the same
nationalist ideologies that had been implicated in the wartime conflagration” (pp. 368-369).
Instead of establishing egalitarian citizenship criteria, they combined the notion of a single
ethnic “nation” (people) with their notions of “statehood” or legd ingtitution, excluding
nonmembers from their state, by definition.

National Identities and Ethnic Stereotyping

In consdering the following quote, it is Serbs s

Croats informative to note the year in which it was Croats as passive
perceived published: 1974. At the time the observations were timid. and inclined
Serbs as made Tito was dive and prospering and actively to CO|'| aborate with
expansionist | g nnressing the expression of inter-ethnic conflicts, foreign and
andarrogant, | \jonetheless ... subversive
while ... elements.

The ethnic tensions plaguing Y ugoslavia are underscored

by persistent ethnic stereotyping. One study finds that in 1971
Croatian self-images emphasized their love of justice and peace, thousand year-
old culture, and “We sternness.” Serbian self images, in contrast, focused on the
historic character of the Serbs and their role as guardian of Yugoslavia. Croats
perceived Serbs as expansionist and arrogant, while Serbs saw the Croats as
passive, timid, and inclined to collaborate with foreign and subversive elements.
Slovenes viewed themselves as superior (love of order, efficiency at work, and
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cleanliness), viewing other ethnic groups as inefficient. Slovenes were viewed
by other ethnic groups as unsociable and unfriendly. (Duncan, 1974, p. 23)

Croatian Nationalism

One of the first two republics to declare its independence was Croatia, where seeds
of Croat-Serbian ethnic discord stretched back over many generations. Late in the 19th
century, Croat nationaliism, as exemplified by the Party of Croatian Rights, led by Ante
Star[Jevi[], advocated xenophobic Croatian nationalism, suggesting that all Serbs could be
included in the Croat nation if they would give up their own nationa consciousness and
“become Croats.” He regarded Serbs as an inferior and evil race and initiated a
xenophaobic notion that promoted the suppression and even extermination of al who had a
differing national consciousness (Duncan, 1994).

This version of extreme Croatian nationalism was the predecessor to the Ustasha
independent movement during the 1930s and into the World War Two period.
The Ustasha was notorious for a passionate and aggressive hostility against the
whole Serbian nation. The Ustasha, which borrowed heavily from European
fascist movements and during World War Two formed the Independent State of
Croatia (NDH), allied itself with the Germans and killed thousands of Serbs—
estimated from 200,000 to as high as 750,000. The Serbs retaliated against
Croatia, forming irregular bands called Chetniks. Ultimately . . . as many as a
million Yugoslavs died at the hands of their own countrymen. (Duncan, 1994, p.
24

Following World War 11 in Germany, there were efforts to “sanitize” and “relativize’
Nazi genocides in order to provide Germans with a “usable past.” In a smilar manner, in
1990 as the Yugodav Republics were preparing for independence, the Croatian president,
Franjo Tudjman, published a history book that “ supported calculations that greatly reduced
the numbers of Serbian victims [at Jasenovac] and referred to Jasenovac as a ‘myth’ ”
(Denich, 1994, p. 376).

In 1990, Tudjman addressed the founding convention of a new politica party, the
Croatian Democratic Union (Hrvatska Demokratska Zajednica, HDZ) and proclaimed
self-determination and state sovereignty for the
Croatian people He dso declared that the Former symbols of Croatian
Independent State of Croatia that had been declared in | nationhood were revived,
World War 1| was more than a quiding formation, that | particularly an emblem
it was an expression of the historical aspiration of the | composed of red and white
Croatian people (nation) for an independent state that | SAuaes, the” chessboard”
incorporated Croatias historicd boundaries.  He (sahovnica), which was chosen

) -, . . . to replace the Communist red
defined Croatia s natlonhooo! t(_) |_nclude B_osnlan star on the new Croatian flag.
Modems, an act intended to justify incorporation of
Bosnia-Herzegovina within the Croatian national state.

... far from disassociating itself from the fascist, genocidal history of the Ustasha
state, the new nationalist party reaffirmed its continuity with that history.
(Denich, 1994, p. 377)

Unlike Tito's definitions of the state as representing al its citizens regardless of ethnic
or other origins, nationdist formulations emerging in the 1990's emphasized the
ascendancy and privilege of those for whom the state comprised a birthright, and
relegated all others to secondary status.
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The Croatian “ Chessboard” Flag

During the Croatian election campaign in 1990, the HDZ and other nationalist parties
took on arevitaizing character, with mass ralies in Croatia caling for the sovereignty of
Croatia as the nationa state of the Croatian people, with its own foreign policy, army, and
money, maintaining only a nomina confederal relationship with other Yugodav republics.
Former symbols of Croatian nationhood were revived, particularly an emblem composed
of red and white squares, the “chessboard” (sahovnica), which was chosen to replace
the Communist red star on the new Croatian flag. The problem for Serbs and other
anti-fascists was that the same emblem had been at the center of the wartime flag
of the Ustasha state. Now Croat militants took every opportunity to ecstaticaly wave
their “chessboard” and sing patriotic songs, many of them aso resurrected from wartime.
Emphasizing the “chessboard” as the key symbol of Croatian nationhood in the last
decade of the 20th Century simultaneously erased regional distinctions among Croats and
emphasized the exclusion of those who associated that symbol with fascism and genocide
(Denich, 1994).

While the wartime symbols stirred up the forbidden past on the part of Croatian
nationalists, arousing a new sense of collective identity for the younger
generation, the same symbols evoked the wartime experience of victimization on
the part of Serbian communities and portended adversely for the future. Serbsin
Croatia started to hold their own mass rallies and organized a nationalist party to
oppose the degradation of their constitutional status within Croatia, as well as
the separation of Croatiafrom Yugoslavia. (Denich, 1994, p. 378)

Serbian Nationalism

Serbian nationalism and authoritarianism are rooted in centuries of violence and
struggle against foreign oppression. The Serbian dreams of a“ Greater Serbia” date back
to the end of their empire following their defeat by the Turks at Kosovo in 1389. The
holiest days in Serbian folk mythology do not commemorate a great Serb victory, but
rather a defeat that led to nearly 500 years of Ottoman domination. The Serbs see the
fateful Battle of Kosovo (1389) as a symbol of a proud and fierce resistance to
domination, smilar to the Balkan Wars againgt the Turks in 1912-1913—wars which aso
spawned epic poems and ballads (Duncan, 1994).

More recently, Serb experiences in World War |1 fueled their concepts of oppression
and victimization, especiadly in relation to the status of Serbian minorities in Croatia, in
BosniaHerzegovina, and in Kosovo:

While Serbs were exterminated en masse in [Croatian] Ustasha massacres and
internment camps, many escaped into the mountains, where they organized
Chetnik bands or joined the Communist-led partisan resistance. As such, they
provided much of the mass peasant base of the resistance that enabled the
eventual Communist victory. Thus, the defeat of the Axis meant that the
Ustasha' s final solution was not final after all. Serbs returned to their homesin
Croatia and Bosnia-Herzegovina, where their traumatized memories survived,
along with the remains that lay buried in the pigeon-caves .... (Denich, 1994, pp.
375-376).
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Serbian Nationalist Loyalty in Croatia

In 1989, Serb intellectuas in Knin, Croatia founded the Serbian cultural society, Zora
(Dawn). One of the founders of Zora was subsequently arrested for making an
unauthorized speech (in conjunction with a 600th anniversary celebration of the battle of
Kosovo) and held in jail for two months awaiting trial, before the charges were dropped.
His explanation for why Serbs in Croatia were reviving a separate cultura identity was
that under Yugodavia, they didn't question their national consciousness and national
ingitutions. They considered Yugodavia to be their state, and the republic boundaries as
only administrative. They claimed to be Yugodavs. As there began to be fewer and
fewer Yugodavs and more and more Croats, Slovenians, Serbs, Albanians and so on, they
redized that Serbs in Croatia needed to return to their own nationa identity. Confronted
with what they perceived as rea dangers and existential fears, it seemed normal to unite
in the framework of the nationa idea and to use that principle to defend themselves
(Denich, 1994).

The Serbian identity in Croatia seems to have been forged largely in response to the
recurring perception of a sense of threat and of their potentia victimization as a minority
population within another nation. Nonetheless, it should be noted that at the time (1991)
Serbs dominated the officer corpsin the Yugoslav military, the civil service, and the secret
police.

National Identity of Bosnian Muslims

Most Bosnian Muslims are descended from Slavic Croats and Serbs who converted
to Islam during the 500 years of Ottoman rule. Slav Mudims formed a nation in Bosnia-
Herzegovina that was identified not by language or ethnicity but by its religion. Under
Tito's rule, their identity became increasingly pronounced, due

Most Bosnian to his ambitious educational program and development of a
Musdlims are Mudim intelligentsa who articulated the needs of a distinct
descended from Mudim community indde Yugodavia This “new” nation
Slavic Croatsand received official recognition as an official Yugodav nation in the
Serbswho 1974 Congtitution, following forma recognition on the 1971
convertedtolslam - song s forms, At the time that Bosnia-Herzegovina declared
during the 500 years . L .
of Ottoman rule. independence from the former Yugodavia in 1992, Mudims
congtituted 44% of the population, and Serbs and Croats

congtituted 31% and 16%, respectively. Both Bosnian Croat and Serb leaders felt
threatened by the new Mudim nationalist force (Duncan, 1994). Based on Serbian
memories from WW 11, their concerns were not without some factual bas's.

It was in Bosnia that the impact of the Second World War and the genocidal struggles
among Serbs, Croats and Mudims were felt most keenly. During World War [1, in Bosnia
and especiadly in Herzegovina, the mgority of Mudims co-operated with the Croat
fascists—the Ustasha—against Tito's Partisans and againgt the Serbian-dominated
Chetniks. At one point in 1944, Bosnian Mudims actually joined an SS division in order to
exact reprisals against Serbian Chetniks.

In 1990, these memories were vivid in the minds of many Serbs, who saw Bosnian
Mudims as two-time traitors, once for having sold out their Christian principles to the
Ottoman Turks, and again for having sided with the Hitler-supported Croatian fascists
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during WW 1I. Given the dightest opportunity, Serbs were predisposed to exact revenge
for perceived past injustices.
During recent hostilities, rather than attempting to reconcile conflicts using
formulations and strategies designed under Tito, both Serbian and Croatian
political leaders have consciously revived nationalist ideologies from the World
War Il Yugoslavian civil war.... Thelate 20th century wars, for the most part, can
be considered expressions of Serbs’ unwillingness to occupy common territory
with Croats, Bosnian Muslims, or Kosovo Albanians, especially when these
territories were likely to come under non-Serbian rule (Denich, 1996).

Preludesto War:
Revisiting WW |1 Genocide

Beginning in approximately 1990, and occurring with increasing frequency theresfter,
Serbian genocide victims in Croatia and Bosnia-Herzegovina were reburied with Orthodox
rites following exhumation of their collective graves (Denich, 1994). Throughout 1991, the
ceremonies increased in scale. In Bosnia-Herzegovina, caves were exhumed and mass
public burials were shown over television throughout Serbia.

At one of these ceremonies, Radio Belgrade described the line of coffins as
extending for one-and-a-half kilometers. The liturgy was sung by the Patriarch of
the Serbian Orthodox Church, and speeches by prominent Serbian politicians and
intellectual's dramatized the pan-Serbian significance of the event. (Denich, 1994,
p. 382)

Along with exhumations, details that had previously been concealed about Ustasha
massacres became a frequent theme of the media in Serbia. Magazines and newspapers
published historical sources and persona memoirs that revealed horrifying descriptions to
the public in Serbia and reiterated in detail what previoudy had been known only through
word-of-mouth from survivors who had found refuge in Serbia during World War 11.
These reports inflamed pre-existing animosities toward Croats and toward the Croats
emerging sense of nationalism (Denich, 1994).

The mass deaths of World War |1 ... represented a reservoir of powerful emotion
that could be released in various ways. As the nationalist confrontation
exploded to the surface in Croatia, traumatic memories on both sides became
instruments in the power struggle. (Denich, 1994, p. 383)

The Ustasha atrocities of WW |1 had been perpetrated against Serbs, Jews and
Gypsies living predominantly in Croatia and Bosnia-Herzegovina, especially the latter
country, which during WW |l was ceded to the Ustasha state (the Independent State of
Croatia) by the Axis powers. By and large, Serbs in Serbia itself had not experienced
atrocities at the hands of the Ustasha. Their wartime suffering had come, instead, at the
hands of Germans and other foreign occupiers, rather than from Croats. Nonetheless,
since many refugees from Ustasha terror had fled east to Serbia during World War 11,
and many had settled permanently in Serbia, the genocide was not an abstraction, either.
It was indirectly experienced through the persona knowledge of survivors living
throughout Serbia. Although these memories had lain falow throughout the Titoist years,
the lifting of the taboo on both the literal and the symbolic exhumation of victims of the
Ustasha resonated powerfully throughout Serbia, as reported through the mass
communication media (Denich, 1994).
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With the victims of World War Il mass executions were buried memories and
motives for revenge. The exhumation of the hidden grave sites in the
atmosphere of nationalist revival revealed the power of these bodies to re-incite
violence in later generations, not as the remains of individual human beings
mourned by those who remembered them, but as symbols to incite reprisals and
justify aggression on the part of strangers whose emotions were stirred as
members of the same ethnic community or nation. (Denich, 1994, p. 382)

And so, in the context of renewed Serbian/Croatian conflict, the genocide issue
represented a powerful emotional trigger for Serbs everywhere. Psychiatrist John Mack
(1990) observed that ethnonationdist demagogues had a seemingly endless source of
hatred and fear based on historical hurts and grievances, which they could mobilize
whenever they chose. In Serbia, such ethnonationdist |eaders were represented by the
Milo[Jevi[] regime and the nationalist ideologues who were in control of the mass
communications media. Rather than remaining an issue of minority rights within Croatia,
the rebellion of Serbian communities in Croatia became a cdl to arms for al Serbs in
Yugodavia. When hodtilities began, Serbian rebellions in Croatia were used to justify
increasingly brutal attacks by the Yugodav army throughout Croatia (Denich, 1994).

According to Mack (1990), groups with strong ethnic or nationalist ties, especialy
those who have been traumatized by repeated suffering at the hands of other groups,
seem to have little capacity to grieve for the hurts of other peoples or to take responsibility
for the new victims created by their own warlike actions. As a result, there emerges a
pattern of victims killing victims through unendingly repeated cycles, transmitted from one
generation to another, that are bolstered by stories and myths of atrocities committed by
the other people, and by heroic acts committed in defense of the nation and its values.

Apter (1987) asserted that such events create what can be called a “digunctive
moment” in history, when relations of power are transformed through a reformulation of
ideology that combines theory with myth and results in polarization. According to Denich
(1994), the timing of this “digunctive moment” in Yugodavia was set by a larger
digunction—the abrupt collapse of Communism among its Soviet bloc neighbors during
the fall of 1989.

When confronted with the prospective dismemberment of Yugodavia, Croatian Serbs
opted for a so-called “greater Serbia’ formulation that would maintain all Serbian regions
in a common polity stretching across Bosnia and Serbian-inhabited areas of Crodatia
Ethnic cleansing was seen as an acceptable method to achieve ethnic homogenization,
retaliate against Croats for WW Il atrocities, and achieve pan-Serbian victory (Denich,
1994). Suppressed memories of genocide evoked atrocities of the past, prompting the
revival of symbols and tactics associated with the World War || massacres. By this point,
ethnic conflicts and old hatreds had escalated to the very brink of open hodtilities.
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Preludesto War:
A Skeleton in the Closet?
Or Thousands of Skeletonsin Pigeon Caves?

As Yugoslavia began to unravel in the 1990's, Croatian historians made a concerted
effort to minimize the scope and significance of the Ustasha genocide that had been
perpetrated during World War 1l against Serbs. Part of this revisonist campaign was
based on the discovery, during the spring of 1990, that not all WW |1 era atrocities had
been perpetrated by the Ustasha. Communist Partisans had committed their share of
atrocities, too, or so the Croatians said. According to reports surfacing in 1990,
communist-led Partisan troops (i.e., Serbs) had herded unarmed Croatian Ustasha, home
guard recruits, Slovenian home guards, and even Serbian nationalist Chetniks into caves at
the conclusion of WW |1 and shot them. Narrative accounts of survivors and witnesses,
although perhaps lacking the sadistic variety of Ustasha atrocities of the same era, largely
paraleled aready well-documented descriptions of gruesome Ustasha massacres
committed against Serbs (Denich, 1994).

The publication of these revelations led to the discovery of actual burial sites. In
June, word reached the Zagreb media of a cave called Jazovka. Like the pigeon-
caves of massacred Serbs, its existence had been known to nearby villagers, who
now revealed the secret. The mediain Croatia published pictures of the 40-meter-
deep cavern, piled with killing-field relics. A Croatian emigrant publication
described the cave as “full of bones of innocent Croat postwar victims of
Communist savagery.” (p. 378, citing Nova Hrvatska, 1990, July 15, Dokazi
poratnog Partizanskog bezumlja (Evidence of postwar Partisan madness, No.
14,p. 4)
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The head of the renamed Communist Party of Croatia proposed a peacemaking
ritual to be performed by both Croatian and Serbian leaders at both the newly
found Jazovka site and the site of a major massacre of Serbs. Serbian leaders
rejected this proposal, however, on the basis that where the Ustasha had
massacred whole villages of noncombatant Serbian men, women, and children,
the Jazovka skeletons included Ustasha perpetrators of those same massacres.
The manner in which the caves had been discovered, however, as well as the
grim contents that were presented to the public, effectively recast all the
murdered captives as victims because their skeletal remains were
i ndi stinguishable from one another (Denich, 1994).

Other symbolic representations of the former Ustasha were “resurrected” as well.
They included long-abandoned linguistic innovations of the wartime Ustasha state. The
new Croatian government issued lists of words coined to exaggerate the minor distinctions
between the Croatian and Serbian variants of the literary languages (Denich, 1994).

Among the vocabulary changes was the term for “police” (redarstvo),
resurrected from the Ustasha state. The linguistic revisions provided an identity
marker for “good Croats,” who were also expected to shed regional attachments
in favor of a Croatian culture both unitary and non-Serbian. Regional identities
were eliminated: Dalmatia was renamed “southern Croatia” As a further
infringement upon Serbian status, the Latin alphabet was designated as the sole
officia alphabet throughout Croatia, limiting recognition of the Cyrillic alphabet
to communities with Serbian mgjorities. The new government took control of the
media, turning television and newspapers into articulators of the linguistic
innovations and other cultural constructions of the new Croatian state. (Denich,
1994, p. 379)

Other symbols were revitalized following the conflicts of 1989-1990. The most visible
of al we've dready discussed, the “chesshoard” emblem on the Croatian flag. As
tensions grew and tempers flared preparatory to overt hostilities, the chessboard emblem
became omnipresent.

The symbolic presentations of the newly elected Croatian government held
opposite meanings for supporters and opponents of Croatia's reconstitution.
July 25, 1990, the day that the new government of Croatia officially took office,
turned into a public ritual of division and ethnic opposition. As the official
ceremony celebrated the fulfillment of the “thousand-year aspiration of the
Croatian people for their own state,” it also ritualized the exclusion of non-Croats.
Far from separating church and state, the Roman Catholic Cardinal of Zagreb was
given arole in inauguration ceremonies co-equal to that of the republic’s new
president. The emotional peak of the ceremony held in Zagreb’'s main public
square was the flag-raising ceremony that replaced [the old flag] with a flag
bearing the “chesshoard” coat-of-arms, with its dual meanings for Croatian
nationalists ... who associated that emblem with the Ustasha state. (Denich,
1994, pp. 379-380)

In addition to Serbs, others, including Croat antifascists and Tito loyaists, were aso
deeply disturbed by the new flag. Thousands of Serbs gathered in an open field in a
village that was portentously named “Serb” (spelled Srb) to protest the reconstitution of a
Croatian state that symbolicaly excluded them. They protested the deletion of Serbs as a
“condtituent nation” of Croatia, as well as numerous other policies, particularly those
involving the revival of symbols associated with the fascist wartime state. (Denich, 1994).
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The masses gathered at Srb cheered as the leader of the new Serbian Democratic Party,
Jovan Raskovic, cdled for “anew Serbian uprising,” but one “without violence.”

Knin Police

The detested chesshoard symbol figured prominently in the Knin standoff, yet another
dramatic prelude to actual hogtilities. It was part of the planned program of ingtaling
revitalized symbols of domination throughout Croatia—starting with the new “ chessboard”

flag.

In Knin, alargely Serbian town in the Dalmatian mountains, local police objected
to renaming the militia with the resurrected Ustasha term redarstvo and refused
to replace the red stars on their caps with the hated “chessboard” insignia.
When republic officials attempted to discontinue the regional authority of the
Knin police station and place it under Croatian command, the Knin police took
charge of their own station, supported by local men who organized volunteer
brigades and commandeered weapons from police storerooms.  Virtually
overnight, Serbian and Croatian men formed armed patrols to guard their own
villages—from each other. The Serbs cut off the region with roadblocks, from
which they fended off Republic of Croatia police forces. Serbian women and
children sought refuge at the nearby Yugoslav Army barracks, where they
camped on the open ground. Visitors to the area reported widespread terror at
the sight of the Croatian police and armed HDZ activists, flaunting their
chessboard insignia and brandishing weapons. (Denich, 1994, p. 380)

Preludesto War:
The Usua Suspects

Suppressed ethnic antagonisms were unquestionably major contributing factors in the
outbresk of Bakan hostilities in the 1990s, but asin al mgjor historic events, the causative
etiology was both complex and multifaceted. Other contributing factors included
economic inequdity, Serbian resistance to politica liberdization, competition between
former Yugodavian republics for reationships with the outside world, religion, and
avaricious paliticians (Duncan, 1994).

Economic Inequality

Underlying and sustaining the conflicts in the 1990s was mistrust among the more
prosperous Slovenians and Croatians, who saw Serbs as having a less industrious work
ethic. The Slovenes, in particular, resented the apparent lack of political reforms and
economic productivity in the rest of Yugodavia. They felt that there was little economic
future in staying in the state of Yugodavia For example, a independence, Slovenia
represented 8% of the population, yet was responsible for 20% of the national productivity
and 25% of the exports. Slovenia was paying 4.5 times as much in Federal taxes to
subsidize the “backward” underdeveloped southern republics as it was receiving through
the Y ugodavian Federal financia program (Duncan, 1994).

Serbian Hard-line Resistance

Hard-line Serbian resistance to political liberalization and increased autonomy for
other republics contributed to the escalation of ethnic tensions. Y ugoslavia had become a
Serb-dominated, centrally controlled state after World War |1, but other groups within
Yugodavia were desirous of more autonomy and a looser politica structure. The
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multiparty elections held in Slovenia and Croatia in 1990 represented the first contested
multiparty elections in 51 years. As such, they brought significant displeasure to Serbian
leaders, especially Milosevic. Even more threatening were the victories the opposition
won over the ruling communist parties. Subsequent demands for greatly increased
autonomy for the Yugodav republics led to mounting tensions, as did the formation of non-
communist governments and congtitutiona changes. According to Duncan (1994), Serbia
remained firmly in the authoritarian hands of its neo-Stainist leadership (Milosevic) while
Slovenia and Croatia moved increasingly toward democratic forms of government.

Outside Relations

Additiond barriers to inter-ethnic harmony in Yugodavia resulted from the various
republics competing relations with the outside world. Serbs remembered the WW I
aliance between Germany and Croatia and feared its revival. On the other hand, Croatia
feared Milosevic's hard line, neo-Bolshevik administration and its opposition to western
free market democracy. And, to one extent or another, these fears were realized in the
1990s, as Slovenia and Croatia, as in the past, once again became allied with Germany
and Austrig, an aliance that had the effect of galvanizing Serbia s longstanding ties with
Russia In addition, Mudlims in Bosnia-Herzegovina attracted support from Turkey, Saudi
Arabia, and Iran. These external ties immensely complicated conflict resolution at atime
when it was desperately needed (Duncan, 1994).

Religions Divisions

And yes, religious battle lines in the Balkans in the 1990s were aso, to some extent,
the same ancient lines that had divided the Byzantine Empire in the East from the Roman
Empire in the West. The Croats represented the age-old Catholic and German front of

Centra Europe; the Serbs, the Orthodox “Byzanting” Church; while Bosnia represented
an Idamic state in Europe (Duncan, 1994).

Demagoguery as a Tactic for Escalating Nationalist Tensions

. revived Serbian nationalism found a political advocate in the Communist
leader Slobodan Milosevic, who led an insurgent faction to take over the
Communist party of Serbia in the fall of 1987. Milosevic then challenged the
Titoist political apparatus by encouraging the organization of a massive
revitalization movement, the so-called “happening of the people,” which
legitimated the revival of pre-Communist concepts about the Serbian people as a
“nation.” Mass rallies and marches focused on the grievances of Serbs within
the Kosovo “autonomous province” that was formally within the Republic of
Serbia, but where Serbs were a 10 percent minority among a predominantly
Albanian population. The claim of Kosovo Serbs that they were being pressured
to emigrate from Kosovo turned into a metonym for the resistance of Serbs to
foreign domination, melding history, myth, and the grievances of Serbian
minorities elsewhere in Yugoslavia . . . . as the most dispersed of the Yugoslav
ethnicities, the Serbs were also those most threatened by the loosening or
cessation of bonds among the republics. (Denich, 1994, pp. 371, 372)

Despite dl the other contributing influences, Balkan tragedies of the 1990's probably
would not have occurred without the timely contributions of key demagogues (Duncan,
1994). Given the region’'s authoritarian political culture and lack of democratic traditions,
it is perhaps no surprise that strong personalities played a large role in recent Balkan
politics, producing such figures as Slobodan Milosevic and Franjo Tudjman, both of whom
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adeptly traded communism for nationalism in the 1990's and then went on to craft their
own variants of an ideology of nationalism. They were also adept at defining and blaming
“outside enemies’ and eschewing the exercise of any control over interna policy by
outside powers. Their nationdist ideologies have served numerous political ends, not the
least of which has been legitimizing their own political power. Until recently, both men
managed to forge popular compliance and support of policy decisions without exclusive
reliance on threat or use of coercive force, in turn making it possible for them to remain in
office (Duncan, 1994). Only recently (2000) did Milosevic's aggressive and brutal
suppression of Kosovar militants lead to a NATO bombing campaign against Serbia, an
event so aversive that it turned the majority of his people against him and led to his ouster
from office. Even so, and notwithstanding the fact that he had aready been indicted for
war crimes and crimes againgt humanity by the The Hague international war crimes
tribuna, Milosevic remained in Belgrade for some time following his ouster from office,
where his mere presence posed a continuing threat to the delicate stability of the Kosovar
ceasefire agreement.  Only the following year (2001) was he finaly arrested by
Y ugodavian police and remanded to the custody of the war crimes tribunal.

Many Croatians, Serbs, and Mudlims lived peaceably side-by-side in both Croatia and
Bosnia-Herzegovina until demagogues like Tudjman and Milosevic began to arouse their
latent ethnic passions following Tito's death in 1980. The result of this political discontent
was that many once-peaceful communities erupted with
violence in the 1990s. For example, Tudjman's drive to | ... the dominant tools of
create a Croatian state relied on the use of offensive | Bakan politics ® ...
symbols, such as the checkerboard flag, Croatian heraldry, | deception, corruption,
and a stress on nationalist iconography, that, in effect, i?t%?;aggvagoguay
demoted Croatiads Serbs to a denigrated minority. :
Milosevic's turn from Marxism to nationalisn aso led him to use the rhetoric and
symbolism of nationdism to arouse nationaist passons among Serbs in Croatia and in
Bosnia (Duncan, 1994).

Leadership styles and operational codes of men like Tudjman and Milosevic set the
tone for their underlings. For example, beginning in 1989, Milosevic:

... organized a series of demonstrationsin Serbia, in Kosovo and in the northern
Autonomous Province of Vojvodina, where a substantial Hungarian minority
lives. These were bizarre manifestations which perfected the fusion of
communist, Serbian and Orthodox Christian iconography. Above all, the
hundreds of thousands of Serbs who came to worship at this movable temple
gave homage to Milosevic, whose stern but flap-eared visage and shaving-brush
hair-style became the central artifactsin thisnew religion. (Glenny, 1992, p. 33)

While many Serbs at home and abroad condemned Milosevic's programs of ethnic
cleansing, Serbian paramilitary groups continued to commit atrocities throughout the
1990's and into the third millennium, first in Bosnia and then in Kosovo (Duncan, 1994).
Both Serbian and Croatian politicians found ways to perpetuate violence and showed little
interest in forging peaceful resolutions to the many conflicts that plagued the Balkans.
Milosevic, for example, repeatedly promised to abide by peace accords during the period
from 1991-1993, only to turn around and subsequently bresk every promise. In a
smilarly duplicitous manner, Tudjman repeatedly launched surprise offensives to force
Serbs from UN supervised territories. Speaking of both men, Duncan said, “Integrity was
digtinctly not the name of the game’ (p. 32). By arousing uncompromising nationalist
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passions in the quest of nationdist aims, these and other Balkan |eaders used what Glenny
referred to as the dominant tools of Balkan palitics: “. . . deception, corruption, blackmail,
demagoguery and violence” (p. 36).

The Outbreak of Hostilities

o ] ik

The sections above make eminently clear that the Balkan nationalist wars that erupted
in the 1990s were in many ways a manifestation of unfinished business from WW II.
Some issues, to be sure - especialy those of a religious nature - trace back many
centuries, to the Ottoman occupation in the 14™ through 19" Centuries and even to the
divison of the Roman Empire in 395 AD. Nonetheless, other sdient issues that led
directly to hogtilities concerned unresolved conflicts, prejudices, and vendettas from the
last world war. Most Westerners know little of Bakan history. This seems to be
especialy true of relatively recent history. Even for those with a reasonably good
knowledge of WW 11 events, the Balkans barely enter the picture. It was not a region of
critically important engagements between Axis and Allied powers. American and British
forces fought pitched battles across North Africa, on Sicily, in Italy, i